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PREFACR 


This  work  is  a  supplement  to  the  volume  entitled  '' Venezuelan 
Arbitrations  of  1903/'  prepared  by  the  same  editors  and  pubUshed 
as  Senate  Document  No.  316,  Fifty-eighth  Congress,  second  session. 
The  protocol,  by  virtue  of  which  the  Commission  acted,  whose  pro- 
ceedings are  reported  herein,  was  dated  February  19,  1902;  but 
the  Commission  sat  at  Caracas  at  the  same  time  with  the  Commis- 
sions appointed  under  the  protocols  of  February,  1903,  and,  as  will 
be  observed,  its  work  and  the  questions  submitted  to  it  partook 
largely  of  the  same  nature  and  character. 

In  the  preparation  of  this  volume  the  editor  desires  to  present  his 
full  acknowledgment  for  assistance  received  from  Mr.  W.  T.  S.  Doyle; 
Mr.  W.  B.  Turner,  printing  clerk  of  the  Senate;  Mr.  O.  T.  Cartwright, 
of  the  State  Department;  and  Mr.  C.  J.  Kappler. 

The  opinions  herein  reported  were  kindly  furnished  by  the  Umpire, 
Hon.  Frank  Plumley;  the  Venezuelan  Commissioner,  Dr.  Jos6  de 
Jesfls  Patil;  and  the  French  Commissioner,  Count  E.  de  Peretti  de  la 
Rocca.     The  headnotes  were  in  all  cases  prepared  by  Mr.  Plumley. 

Jackson  H.  Ralston. 

Washington,  D.  C,  September  26, 1906. 
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FRENCH-VENEZUEUN  MIXED  CLAIMS  COMMISSION  OF  1902. 


PKOTOCOL. 


Los  suscritos,  el  Sefior  H.  Mau- 
bourguet,  Plenipotenciario  de 
los  Estados  Unidx)s  de  Venezue- 
la, V  el  SefLor  Th.  Delcass6,  Dipu- 
tado^  Ministro  de  Negocios  Ex- 
tranjeros  de  la  Reptiblica  Fran- 
cesa,  debidamente  autorizados 
por  sus  respectivos  Gobiemos, 
nan  convenido  en  lo  siguiente : 

ARTfCULO  I. 

Al  propio  tiempo  que  nombren 
sus  Ministros  en  l:^aris  y  Caracas, 
los  Gobiemos  Venezolano  y 
Frances  designarto  cada  uno  un 
Arbitro  y  elegirto  por  tercero  en 
discordia  al  Excelentfsimo  Sefior 
F.  de  Leon  y  Castillo,  Marques 
del  Muni,'Embajador  Extraordi- 
nario  y  Plenipotenciario  de  Su 
Majestad  el  Rey  de  Espafia  cerca 
del  Presidente  de  la  Reptiblica 
Francesa. 

Los  dos  primeros  Arbitros  se 
reunir&n  en  Caracas  inmediata- 
mente  despu6s  de  la  entrega  por 
el  Ministro  de  Francia  al  Presi- 
dente de  los  Estados  Unidos  de 
Venezuela  de  sus  credenciales,  d 
efecto  de  examinar,  de  concierto, 
las  demandas  de  indemnizaciones 
presentadas  por  Franceses,  por 
dafios  gufridcs  en  Venezuela  con 
motivo  de  los  acontecimientos 
revolucionarios  de  1892.  Las  de- 
mandas  de  indemnizaciones  que 
no  pudieren  arreglarse  amigable- 
mente  entre  estos  dos  firbitros 
ser&n  sometidas  por  ellos  al  ter- 
cero en  discordia. 

a  Doc.  633-69-1 1 


Les  soussign6s,  M.  H.  Mau|)our- 
guet,  P16nipotentiaire  des  Etats- 
Unis  du  \6n6zu61a,  et  M.  Th. 
Delcass6,  D^put^,  Ministre  des 
Affaires  Etrangeres  de  la  R6- 
publique  Franpaise,  ddlment  au- 
toris6s  par  leurs  Gouvemements 
respectifs,  sont  convenus  de  ce 
qui  suit: 

Article  I. 

En  mfime  temps  qu'ils  nomme- 
ront  leurs  Ministres  k  Paris  et  k 
Caracas,  les  Gouvemements  V6n6- 
zu61ien  et  Franpais  d6signeront 
chacun  un  arbitre  et  choisiront, 
pour  tiers  arbitre.  Son  Excellence 
M.  F.  de  Leon  y  Castillo,  Marquis 
del  Muni,  Ambassadeur  Extraor- 
dinaire et  P16nipotentiaire  de  Sa 
Majesty  le  Roi  d'Espagne  prSs  le 
President  de  la  R6publique  Fran- 
^aise. 

Les  deux  premiers  arbitres  se 
r6uniront  h  Caracas,  aussitdt  apr^s 
la  remise  par  le  Min^tre  de  France 
au  Pr6siaent  des  Etats-Unis  du 
V6n6zu61a  de  ses  lettres  de  cr6- 
ance,  k  Teffet  d'examiner,  de  con- 
cert, les  demandes  d'indemnit6s 
pr6sent6es  par  de  Franpais  pour 
des  dommages  subis  au  V6n6zu61a 
du  fait  des  6v6nements  insurrec- 
tionnels  de  1892.  Les  demandes 
d'indemnitfis  qui  ne  pourraient  6tre 
r6gl6es  k  Tamiable  entre  ces  deux 
arbitres  seront  soumises  par  eux 
au  tiers  arbitre. 


PEtOTOOOL. 


Si  no  se  hubiere  estatuido  nada 
definitivamente,  va  por  los  dos  &r- 
bitros,  ya  por  el  tercero,  dentro 
del  plazo  de  un  afio  contado  desde 
la  Uegada  del  &rbitro  franco  & 
Caracas^  el  Grobiemo  Venezolano 
entregard   al   Grobiemo   Frances, 

Sara  distribuirse  por  61  entre  los 
erecho-habientes,  un  mill6n  de 
bolivares  en  deuda  diplom&tica 
del  3%,  mediante  el  cual  pago 
quedar&n  definitivamente  arre- 
gladas  todas  las  reclamaciones 
motivadas  por  Ics  sucesos  revolu- 
cionarios  de  1892. 


S'il  n'a  pas  6t6  d6finitivement 
statu6,  soit  par  les  deux  arbitres, 
soit  par  le  tiers  arbitre,  dans  un 
d61ai  d'une  ann6e  k  compter  de 
Tarrivfie  de  Tarbitre  franpais  k 
Caracas,  le  Gouvemement  V6n6zu- 
61ien  remettra  au  Grouvemement 
franpais,  pour  6tre  r^parti  par  ses 
soins  entre  les  ayants  droit,un  mil- 
lion de  bolivares  en  dette  diplo- 
matique 3  p.  100,  moyennant  quel 
versement  toutes  les  reclamations 
du  fait  des  6v6nements  insurrec- 
tionnels  de  1892  seront  dfifiinitive- 
ment  r6gl6es. 


ABTfcuix)  n. 

Las  demandas  de  indemniza- 
ciones  extrafias  t  las  que  son  ob- 
jeto  del  artfculo  I,  pero  (jue  estfin 
rundadas  en  hechos  anteriores  al  23 
de  mayo  de  1899,  serto  examina- 
das  de  concierto  por  el  Ministro 
de  Relaciones  Exteriores  de  Vene- 
zuela y  por  el  Ministro  de  Francia 
en    Caracas.     Si    dentro    de    un 

f)lazo  de  seis  meses,  contado  desde 
a  entrega  de  las  credenciales  del 
Ministro  de  Francia  en  Caracas, 
no  se  pusieren  de  acuerdo  sobre  el 
monto  de  las  indemnizaciones  que 
hayan  de  concederse,  las  deman- 
das aerkn.  sometidas  por  ellos  al 
tercero  en  discordia  designado  en 
el  artfculo  precedente. 

El  Ministro  de  Relaciones  Exte- 
riores de  Venezuela  y  el  Ministro 
de  Francia  en  Caracas  podrto 
delegar,  cada  uno  en  lo  que  le  con- 
ciema,  la  ejecuci6n  de  las  disposi- 
ciones  que  preceden  en  el  6,rbitro 
nombrado  por  su  Gobierno. 

Si  varias  demandas  de  indemni- 
zaciones fundadas  en  hechos  dife- 
rentes  se  presentaren  por  el  mismo 
reclamante  y  una  de  ellas  estu- 
viere  en  el  caso  de  someterse  al 
procedimiento  establecido  en  el 
presente  artfculo,  las  demds  se 
jimtar&n  6  ella  para  ser  objeto  de 
de  un  arreglo  tinico. 


Article  EE. 

Les  demandes  d'indemnitSs  au- 
tres  que  celles  qui  sont  yis6es  & 
Particle  l®*",  mais  fond6es  sur  des 
faits  ant^rieurs  au  23  mai  1899, 
seront  examinees  de  concert  par 
le  ministre  des  affaires  6trangdres 
du  V6n6zu61a  et  par  le  ministre  de 
France  k  Caracas.  Si  dans  le 
d^lai  de  six  mois  k  dater  de  la 
remise  des  lettres  de  cr6ance  du 
ministre  de  France  k  Caracas,  ils 
ne  tombent  pas  d'accord  sur  le 
montarit  des  mdemnit6s  k  allouer, 
les  demandes  seront  soumises  par 
eux  au  tiers  arbitre  d6sign6  k  1  ar- 
ticle pr6c6dent. 


Le  ministre  des  affaires  6tran- 
gSres  du  V6n6zu61a  et  le  ministre 
de  France  k  Caracas  pourront  d6- 
16guer,  chacun  en  ce  qui  le  con- 
ceme,  pour  Texficution  des  dispo- 
sitions ci-dessus,  Tarbitre  nomm6 
par  leur  gouvemement. 

Si  plusieurs  demandes  d'indem- 
nit6s,  fondees  sur  des  faits  diff6- 
rents,  sont  pr6sent6es  par  le  m6me 
r^clamant  et  que  Tune  d'entre  elles 
soit  dans  le  cas  d'etre  soumise  k  la 
procedure  6tablie  au  present  arti- 
cle, les  autres  y  seront  jointes, 
pour  faire  Tobjet  d'un  r^glement 
unique. 


PROTOCOL. 
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C^ueda  entendido  aue  este  pro- 
cedimiento,como  el  aaoptado  para 
las  reclamaciones  de  1892,  no  se 
instituye  sine  &  tftulo  excepcional, 
y  no  invalida  la  convenci6n  del  26 
de  noviembre  de  1885. 

AKTfCULO  III. 

El  tercero  en  discordia  decidird 
sin  apelaci6n. 

Las  indemnizaciones  se  paga- 
rkn  al  Gobiemo  Frances  en  tftulos 
de  la  deuda  diplom&tica  del  3% 
dentro  de  los  tres  meses  que  sigan 
al  acuerdo  6  al  fallo. 


II  est  entendu  que  cette  proce- 
dure, conune  celle  qui  est  aaopt6e 
pour  les  reclamations  de  1892^ 
n'est  institute  qu'i  titre  excep- 
tionnel  et  n'infirme  pas  la  conven- 
tion du  26  novembre  1885. 

Article  III. 

Le  tiers  arbitre  d6cidera  sans 
appel. 

Les  indemnites  seront  vers6es 
au  Gouvemement  Franpais,  en 
titres  de  la  dette  diplomatique  3 
%  dans  les  trois  mois  qui  sui- 
vront  Tentente  ou  le  prononc6  de 
la  sentence. 


ArtIculo  IV. 

El  Gobiemo  Venezolano  pedir& 
al  Congreso  que  inscriba  en  el 
Presupuesto  de  Gastos  las  sumas 
necesarias  para  el  pago  de  las 
mensualidades  atrasadas  de  la 
deuda  diplom&tica,  y  los  tene- 
dores  de  tftulos  de  esa  deuda  de- 
ber6n,  por  lo  dem&s,  participar  de 
todas  las  ventajas  que  resulten 
para  ellos  de  la  estricta  aplicaci6n 
de  las  leyes  venezolanas  orgdnicas 
sobre  la  materia. 

El  presente  Arreglo  serd  ratifi- 
cado  y  las  ratificaciones  se  can- 
jear&n  en  Paris  6  en  Caracas  cuan- 
to  &ntes  se  pueda  y  k  m&s  tardar 
el  30  de  abrU  de  1902. 

En  f6  de  lo  cual,  los  suscritos, 
debidamente  autorizados  por  sus 
Gobiemos  respectivos,  han  ex- 
tendido  el  presente  acto  y  puesto 
en  61  sus  sellos. 

Hecho  por  duplicado  en  Paris 
el  19  de  febrero  de  1902. 

H.  Maubourguet 
Delcass^. 


Article  IV. 

Le  Grouvemement  V6n6zu61ien 
demandera  au  Congrfes  d'inscrire 
au  Budget  des  dfipenses  les  sommes 
n6cessaires  au  payement  des  men- 
sualit^s  aiTi6r6es  de  la  dette  diplo- 
matique, les  porteurs  de  titres  de 
cette  dette  devront  d^ailleurs  b6- 
n6ficier  de  tous  les  avantages  qui 
rfisultent  pour  eux  de  la  stricte 
application  des  lois  v6n6zu61iennes 
organiques  sur  la  matiSre. 


Le  present  Arrangement  sera 
ratifi6  et  les  ratifications  en  seront 
6chang6es  k  Paris  ou  k  Caracas  le 
plus  t6t  que  faire  se  pourra  et  au 
plus  tard  le  30  avril  1902. 

En  foi  de  quoi,  les  soussim6s, 
dftment  autoris6s  par  leursGou- 
vemements  respectifs,  ont  dress6 
le  present  acte  et  y  ont  appos^ 
leurs  cachets. 

Fait  k  Paris,  en  double  exem- 
plaire,  le  19  ffivrier  1902. 
[L.  s.] 
[l.  s.] 
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PEE80HVEL  OF  GOlOaSSIOV. 


Umpire.^ — Hon.  Frank  Plumley,  of  Northfield,  Vt. 
French  Commissioner. — Count  E.  de  Peretti  de  la  Rocca. 
Venezuelan  Commissioner, — Dr.  Jos£  de  Jesi^s  Paul. 
Secretary  to  Umpire. — Mr.  Charles  A.  Plumley. 
French  Secretary. — M.  Paul  Waltz. 
Venezuelan  Secretary. — Dr.  J.  F.  PADR<iN  UstXriz. 


a  By  the  protocol  the  Marquis  del  Muni,  ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipotentiary  of 
Spain  to  France,  was  appointed,  but,  he  declining,  Hon.  Frank  Plumley  was  finally  selected. 


CLAIM  OF  HEIKS  OF  JITLES  BKXTN.— Vo.  l."" 


HEAD  NOTES. 

A  state  of  war^  a  battle,  or  a  skirmish  excuses  only  those  casualties  which  are  unavoidable. 

A  city  not  in  revolt,  but  temporarily  occupied  by  insurgent  forces,  is  entitled  to  receive  from 
the  Government  the  utmost  care  and  protection  not  inconsistent  with  the  retaking  of 
the  town  from  the  insurgent  forces,  and  is  subject  only  to  the  inevitable  contingencies 
attending  such  an  undertaking. 

There  is  a  presumption  that  the  Government  will  do  its  duty  in  this  regard;  but  it  is  met,  if 
not  overcome,  by  a  presumption  which  arises  from  a  refusal  of  the  Government  in  such 
a  case  to  .permit  the  use  of  its  judicial  processes  to  settle  the  exact  facts  easily  ascer- 
tainable. 

If  there  is  a  claimant  rightfully  in  the  case,  however  informally  present,  it  is  sufficient  to 
permit  and  to  require  a  disposition  of  the  case  on  its  merits  and  all  parties  will  be  fully 
bound  by  the  decision. 

Where  the  claimant  is  the  mother,  a  widow,  and  the  claim  is  for  the  unlawful  killing  of  her 
sun,  the  measure  of  damages  is  the  amount  which  will  meet  the  pecuniary  loss  she  has 
sustained  where  there  is  no  ground  for  exemplary  damages. 

The  protocol  constituting  this  commission  having  provided  that  the  award  be  paid  in  bonds 
of  the  diplomatic  debt  of  3  per  cent  of  Venezuela,  which  are  at  present  greatly  reduced 
in  market  value,  the  umpire  can  not  because  of  this  augment  the  actual  damage  or  the 
actual  debt  in  making  his  award.  Such  a  course  would  be  unjust  to  the  respondent 
Government  and  to  every  holder  of  these  debts.  The  umpire  is  not  competent  to  do 
this  under  the  protocol. 

a  EXTRACT  FROM  THE   MINUTES  OF  THE   SITTING   OF  MAT  27,  1903. 

Proceeded  to  examination  of  claim  presented  in  the  name  of  the  heirs  of  Mr.  Brun  (Jules), 
late  superintendent  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  railroads. 

Doctor  Padl  observes  that  this  claim  is  not  presented  by  a  representative  of  Mr.  Brun  and 
in  his  opinion  this  fact  would  suffice  for  its  not  being  taken  into  consideration  by  the  com- 
mission. He  adds,  besides,  that  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun  was  caused  by  purely  accidental 
means  and  that  in  no  manner  can  it  serve  as  a  basis  for  a  claim  of  indemnity  against  the 
Venezuelan  Government. 

Mr.  de  Peretti  replies  that  in  presenting  this  claim  the  French  Government  is  substituted 
in  place  of  the  heirs  whose  interests  it  takes  in  hand,  the  mother  of  Mr.  Brun  being  aged 
and  infirm. 

Moreover,  the  responsibility  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  appearing  to  him  well  estab- 
lished he  accords  an  indemnity  of  500,000  bolivars. 

It  is  therefore  decided  that  this  claim  be  reserved  for  the  umpire  to  examine. 

Doctor  Paul  inquires  of  his  colleague  upon  what  basis  he  has  estimated  the  amount  of 
the  indemnity  which  he  thinks  is  due  the  heirs  of  Mr.  Brun.  Mr.  de  Peretti  replies  that  in  view 
of  the  rejection  by  his  colleague  of  the  present  claim  he  does  not  feel  obliged  to  disclose  the 
reasons  which  have  led  him  to  fix  the  amount  of  500,000  bolivars.  However,  he  is  willing 
to  state  that  this  amount,  which  is  exactly  estimated  by  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan 
railroads  as  an  equitable  compen-sation  for  the  injury  done  to  the  family  of  its  superintend- 
ent, represents  almost  precisely  in  capital  the  annual  salary  that  Mr.  Brun  earned  by  his 
labors. 
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This  claim  is  wanting  every  document  proceeding  from  the  lawful 
heirs  or  successors  to  Jules  Brun  formulating  a  claim  against  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  for  the  death  of  said  gentleman,  so  that  all  such 
elements  are  lacking  as  are  indispensable  for  taking  into  considera- 
tion either  the  lawfulness  of  the  personality  of  the  claimant  or  the 
sum  to  which  the  claim  is  made  to  amount. 

Among  the  papers  presented  by  the  French  arbitrator  there  only 
appears  a  telegram  dated  the  4th  of  June,  1898,  addressed  by  Mr. 
Hanotaux  to  the  French  legation  in  Caracas  running  as  follows: 

Take  steps  necessary  to  protect  eventual  rights  of  the  Brun  family,  assuring  guarantee  of 
the  French  personnel  of  the  company. 

There  are  also  presented  two  rough  copies  of  writing  corresponding 
to  two  notes  addressed  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Venezuela 
on  the  4th  and  12th  of  June,  1898,  by  Mr.  Qui6vreux,  inviting  him  to 
ask  the  local  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia  to  tender  their  assistance 
to  the  officials  of  the  ''  Compagnie  Franpaise  de  Chemins  de  Fer 
V6n6zu61iens,'*  with  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  exact  truth  of  the 
events  that  took  place  at  Santa  Barbara  on  the  day  Mr.  Brun  was 
wounded. 

In  reply  to  one  of  these  notes  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  on  the 
11th  of  Jime  of  the  same  year  expressed  himself  to  be  willing  to  take 
it  into  consideration,  foreseeing  that  the  fact  of  his  not  considering  it 
might  lend  itself  to  interpretations  alien  from  the  views  of  the  Gov- 
emiiient  as  to  the  death  of  a  truly  appreciated  person,  which  had  had 
its  origin  in  a  regrettable  accident  during  the  progress  of  battle. 

The  fact  of  the  wound  of  Mr.  Brun,  with  which  the  communications 
of  the  consul  of  France  deal,  occurred  under  circumstances  of  such  a 
nature  so  precise,  so  evident,  and  so  indisputably  accidental  that  all 
investigation  after  the  death  of  the  wounded  gentleman  became  imnec- 
essary.  The  very  employees  of  the  company,  personal  witnesses  of  the 
fact,  narrate  with  all  its  details  the  unfortunate  accident  of  the  wound 
of  Mr.  Brun,  and  the  commissioner  for  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
will  take  precisely  those  declarations  into  consideration  to  weigh  the 
reason  and  justice  of  the  alleged  claim. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Peysselon,  representative  of  the  *'  Compagnie  Fran^aise  de 
Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu61iens,''  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun,  in  a  state- 
ment which  he  ratified  before  the  consular  agent  of  France  at  Mara- 
caibo,  relates  the  facts  as  follows : 

From  the  4th  day  of  May  the  village  of  Santa  Barbara,  the  place  of  our  residence,  was 
occupied  by  a  revolutionary  troop.  On  Sunday,  the  8th,  the  legal  troops,  transported  by 
the  steamer  Progreso,  arrived  at  midday  at  the  village.  Under  these  circumstances  we  must 
foresee  a  battle  in  the  streets.  This  foresight  ordered  us  to  immediately  close  all  the  doors 
and  blinds  of  our  dwelling  house.  While  I  was  closing  a  window  overlooking  the  square 
Mr.  Brun  was  closing  that  of  his  sleeping  room,  which  overlooks  Santo  Domingo  street. 
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At  the  same  moment  the  musket  volleys  began  in  this  street;  the  window  was  already  closed; 
but  Mr.  Bran  had  no  time  to  remove  his  hand  from  the  lock  when  the  bullet  of  an  arm  of 
precision  pierced  the  blind  through,  twisted  the  lock  in  an  extraordinary  way,  pierced  Mr. 
Bran's  hand  through  and  through  and  threw  the  chips  on  his  breast.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Crini^re, 
who  inhabit  the  house  of  the  director,  attended  Mr.  Bran  on  this  sad  circumstance.  I 
immediately  went  out  to  the  square  to  call  a  physician.  I  met  with  20  armed  men  of  the 
Government,  and  the  only  person  known  to  me  to  whom  I  could  apply  was  Gen.  Eleazar 
Montiel,  the  head  of  the  party.  As  the  physician  had  not  arrived,  I  went  out  for  a  second 
time  and  saw  the  same  Montiel  with  Messrs.  Bellais  and  Acosta,  his  lieutenants,  and  another 
troop  of  the  Government.  When  the  first  panic  was  over,  Drs.  J.  Rosales  and  J.  Cohen 
could  be  called,  and  immediately  came  to  attend  our  friend. 

Mr.  A.  Crinifere,  bookkeeper  of  the  company  at  Santa  B&rbara^ 
declares  before  the  same  consular  agent: 

We  were  anxious,  because  we  heard  and  saw  nothing.  When  at  midday  the  report  cir- 
culated that  the  steamer  Progreso  was  at  the  entrance  of  Santa  B&rbara,  a  great  movement 
took  place,  and  we  saw  a  white  flag  at  the  station.  This  inspired  us  with  some  confidence, 
and  we  thought  that  the  two  parties  would  come  to  an  understanding.  Unfortunately  it 
did  not  happen  so,  and  at  the  same  time  a  lively  musket  firing  broke  out  in'  Santo 
Domingo  street.  It  was  the  soldiers  from  Maracaibo  that  arrived  at  the  bottom  of  the  vil- 
lage and  attacked  the  forces  of  Generals  Figuera  and  Pozo  in  the  rear.  Inunediately  Messrs. 
Bran,  Peysselon,  and  myself  ran  to  close  the  doors  and  windows  to  protect  ourselves  from 
the  bullets.  I  had  already  heard  the  noise  of  something  like  mortar  falling  behind  me. 
It  was  a  bullet  that  had  pierced  through  the  window  of  the  hall  overlooking  the  square 
which  had  two  flags.  Almost  at  the  same  time  I  heard  Mr.  Bran  cry,  "I  am  wounded." 
We  all  ran  to  him  to  help  him  and  saw  his  right  hand  horribly  mutilated  by  a  bullet.  All  of 
this  passed  like  a  thunderbolt.  We  rendered  the  first  attentions  required  by  so  serious  a 
wound,  and,  the  musket  firing  having  ceased,  Mr.  Peysselon  ran  in  search  of  a  physician.  I 
followed  him  and  saw  soldiers  of  the  legal  forces  with  the  French  flag  over  their  heads  guard- 
ing the  entrance  of  the  office  in  the  street,  which  did  not  prevent  them  from  preparing 
to  fire  at  us;  but  fortunately  Mr.  Peysselon  had  sufficient  presence  of  mind  to  cry:  "French 
company,"  which  produced  the  effect  of  changing  their  bad  intention,  and  Mr.  Peysselon 
was  able  to  go  out. 

From  the  medical  inspection  made  by  Dr.  J.  Cohen  and  reported  to 
the  consular  agent  at  Maracaibo,  it  appears  that  Mr.  Brun,  immedi- 
ately after  the  incident,  presented  a  wound  in  his  right  hand,  with  the 
following  circumstances:  On  the  palm  side  of  the  hand  the  woimd  pre- 
sented an  extent  of  from  7  to  8  centimeters  and  a  strange  appearance 
that  showed  that  it  had  been  produced  not  only  by  the  bullet,  but  also 
by  the  violent  pressure  of  a  hard  body,  with  hdf-cutting  edges,  which 
intersected  the  skin,  the  muscles,  and  the  arterial  arc.  It  also  appears 
that  the  physician,  in  view  of  the  dangerous  nature  of  the  woimd,  pro- 
ceded  to  render  the  patient,  in  company  with  Dr.  Paminas  Rosales, 
all  such  attention  as  medical  science  prescribed;  that  these  cares  con- 
tinued during  all  the  days  9, 10, 11,  and  12,  in  which  nothing  particular 
occurred,  the  treatments  being  made  regularly  and  with  a  great  atten- 
tion; that  on  the  12th,  at  11  a.  m.,  Mr.  Brun  was  embarked  on  board 
the  steamer  Progreso  for  his  transportation  to  Maracaibo  without 
showing  theretofore  any  alteration;  that  at  4  o'clock  that  day  Doctor 
Cohen  proceeded,  on  board  the  Progreso,  to  dress  the  wound,  and 
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found  in  the  purulent  focus  formed  at  the  side  of  the  wound  on  the 
dorsal  face  of  the  hand  a  complete  absence  of  gleet  and  three  gangre- 
nous points  on  the  dorsal  face  of  the  thumb;  that  such  symptoms 
inspired  him  with  the  fear  of  a  great  danger,  for  which  reason  he  noti- 
fied the  acting  representative  of  the  rights  of  the  company  what  he 
had  seen  and  ordered  a  certain  preventive  method.  The  patient  was 
well  imtil  7,  when  in  a  violent  manner  the  fever  made  its  invasion 
with  a  strong  delirium  and  air  the  consequences  attending  an  infec- 
tion; that  everything  was  attempted,  but  in  vain,  for  neither 
scientific  cares  nor  those  of  friendship  were  enough  to  avoid  the 
catastrophe  that  took  place  at  8.45,  when  the  patient  died  of  a  puru- 
lent infection  of  violent  invasion,  which  could  not  be  overcome. 

The  corpse  having  been  carried  to  Maracaibo  on  the  same  steamer 
Progreso,  the  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  upon  learning  the 
regrettable  event,  thought  it  to  be  its  duty  to  join,  as  it  did  in  effect, 
in  the  sorrow  produced  in  the  State  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun,  and 
decided  among  other  manifestations  to  assist  at  the  act  of  the  burial 
of  the  corpse  of  the  esteemable  gentleman,  who  lost  his  life  on  account 
of  a  lamentable  accident. 

Another  proof  given  by  the  government  of  the  sympathy  with 
which  it  was  inspired  by  the  fate  of  Mr.  Brun  appears  from  a  note 
addressed  by  Gen.  J.  M.  Gomez,  chief  of  the  third  military  circum- 
scription of  the  Republic  to  Mr.  Julio  d'Empaire,  in  charge  of  the  con- 
sular agency  of  France  in  the  city  of  Maracaibo. 

In  that  note  a  copy  is  inclosed  of  that  which  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
Brun,  while  suffering  in  his  bed  the  consequence  of  his  woimd,  was 
addressed  on  the  12th  of  May,  1898,  by  Mr.  J.  B.  Peysselon,  inspector 
of  the  exploitation,  to  Gen.  Mamerto  D.  Gonzalez,  military  agent  of 
Gen.  Garcia  Gomez  in  the  Santa  B&rbara  district.  Mr.  Peysselon's 
note  runs  thus : 

Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V^n^zu^liens.  Line  from  San  C&rlos  to  M^rida. 
Direction  of  the  exploitation.  L.  R.  No.  658.  Santa  Barbara,  12th  May,  18d8.  General 
Mamerto  D.  Gonz&lez.  My  dear  sir:  As  the  agent  of  the  company,  and  Mr.  Brun  being 
unable  to  do  so  himself,  I  thank  you  for  the  restoration  of  order  and  for  having  taken 
the  proper  measures  for  the  bringing  of  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara.  It  would  be  highly 
agreeable  to  us  to  see  you  among  us  protecting  our  persons  and  our  interests.  I  am-with 
all  consideration, 

Your  respectful  servant,  J.  B.  PetsseloNj 

Inspector  of  the  Exploitation. 

This  note,  unaer  tne  circumstances  under  which  it  was  written,  Mr. 
Brun  being  already  wounded,  order  being  restored  in  the  place  by  the 
forces  commanded  by  Gen.  Mamerto  Gonz&lez,  and  the  steamer  Santa 
Barbara^  that  had  been  taken  by  the  revolutionaries,  being  returned  to 
the  company,  throws  sufficient  light  to  make  one  consider  as 
ungrounded  the  attacks  which  Mr.  Peysselon  desired  to  adduce  with 
the  purpose,  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun,  of  giving  the  accident  hap- 
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pening  to  the  latter  a  character  of  aggression  against  the  building  of 
the  company,  that  is  not  in  any  way  proved. 

For  all  the  reasons  above  stated  the  claim  presented  by  the  Com- 
missioner of  France  on  account  of  the  death  of  Mr.  J.  Brun  is  desti- 
tute of  any  groimd  that  may  render  it  acceptable  for  any  amount, 
and  the  Commissioner  for  Venezuela,  therefore,  entirely  rejects  it. 

Caeacas,  May  27 ^  190S. 


OPINIOK  OF  THE  FRENCH  COMMISSIONER. 

The  8th  of  May,  1898,  M.  Brun,  superintendent  of  bridges  and 
causeways  on  leave,  director  of  the  French  company  of  Venezuelan 
railroads  was  grievously  wounded  by  a  discharge  from  Government 
troops  which  took  place  in  the  village  of  Santa  Barbara  occupied  by 
the  insurgent  forces.  M.  Brun,  who  was  in  his  house,  over  which  floated 
the  French  flag,  had  his  hand  shattered  by  a  ball,  at  the  moment  when 
he  was  closing  the  shutters  of  the  window  of  his  room,  and  died  four 
days  later  because  of  this  woimd.  These  facts  have  caused  the  lodg- 
ment by  the  French  Groyemment  of  the  claim  of  500,000  bolivars 
before  the  mixed  commission  appointed  according  to  the  protocol  of 
the  19th  of  February,  1902.  These  facts  are  well  established  by  the 
depositions  of  eyewitnesses  and  of  the  doctor  who  cared  for  M.  Brun. 
The  Venezuelan  authorities  have  by  their  attitude  confirmed  their 
correctness,  which  the  Venezuelan  Government  has  never  placed  in 
doubt.  At  the  sitting  of  the  27th  of  May,  1903,  the  mixed  commis- 
sion considered  this  claim. 

Dr.  Pafil  rejected  it,  considering  that  it  had  not  been  presented  by 
a  representative  of  M.  Brun  and  that  this  fact  suffices  for  its  not 
being  taken  into  consideration  at  all  by  the  commission;  that  the 
death  of  M.  Brun  had  a  cause  purely  accidental,  and  that  it  could 
not  in  any  way  serve  as  a  basis  for  a  demand  of  indemnity  from  the 
Venezuelan  Government.  I  replied  that  the  French  Government 
had  substituted  itself  for  the  presentation  of  this  claim  by  the  heirs 
whose  interests  it  had  taken  in  hand,  the  mother  of  M.  Brun  being 
aged  and  infirm,  and  that  besides  the  responsibility  of  the  Venezuelan 
Government  seeming  to  me  established  I  accorded  a  demand  and 
indemnity  in  satisfaction  of  500,000  bolivars. 

It  is  said  nowhere  in  the  protocol  that  the  claims  must  be  presented 
by  thooe  having  a  right  in  themselves.  It  is  at  the  same  time  con- 
formable to  international  law  and  commanded  by  good  sense  and 
equity  that  the  French  Government  present  in  its  name  the  claims 
of  those  of  its  dependents  who  are  not  capable  themselves  of  defend- 
ing their  rights,  and  nothing  interferes  with  this.  As  for  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  it  is  difficult  to  place  it  in 
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doubt,  even  holding  to  the  principles  generally  admitted  by  inter- 
national European  law,  the  existence  of  which  are  often  disregarded 
in  affairs  between  the  countries  of  Europe  and  certain  South  Amer- 
ican republics,  because  of  the  social  and  political  conditions  of  these 
coimtries. 

Immediately  after  the  decease  of  M.  Brun  M.  Hanotaux,  minister  of 
foreign  affairs,  telegraphed  the  4th  ot  June,  1898,  to  M.  Qui6vreux, 
charg6  d'affaires  of  France  at  Caracas,  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
safeguard  the  eventual  rights  of  the  family.  M.  Qui6vreux  the  same 
day  wrote  to  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  of  Venezuela,  rendering 
homage  to  the  correctness  of  the  attitude  of  the  high  authorities  at 
Maracaibo,  whose  evidences  of  sympathy  were  an  undeniable  proof 
of  the  confidence  which  M.  Brun  had  inspired  and  of  the  services  which 
he  had  rendered  to  the  country  in  directing  a  great  enterprise  of  pub- 
lic utility.  Qui^vreux  made  known  that  the  local  officials  had  not  con- 
ducted themselves  so  well.  The  successor  of  M.  Brun  in  the  direction 
of  the  company  could  not  obtain  from  the  judge  of  the  district  per- 
mission to  proceed  according  to  the  legal  forms  to  make  the  different 
proofs  relating  to  this  dreadful  incident  and  to  the  circumstances 
accompanying  it. 

The  house  of  M.  Brun,  property  of  the  company,  was  connected 
with  the  shops  and  storehouse  for  material  and  the  central  office. 
But  the  doors  of  the  principal  shop  of  the  office  of  bookkeeping  and 
the  telegraph  office  were  broken  down  after  one  of  the  discharges 
fired  upon  the  property  of  the  company  had  wounded  M.  Brun. 

In  conclusion  M.  Qui^vreux  asked  relief  from  the  Federal  Grovem- 
ment  and  that  they  kindly  invite  the  local  officers  to  lend  their  indis- 
pensable assistance  to  an  investigation  of  this  nature  by  the  agents 
of  the  French  company. 

In  his  reply  the  minister  for  foreign  affairs  tried  to  establish  theo- 
retically that  the  judicial  authorities  were  not  obUged  to  proceed  to 
any  investigation.  He  added  that  the  death  of  M.  Brun  and  the 
breaking  of  the  doors  were  simply  accidents  of  war.  The  death  of 
M.  Brun  could  no  more  require  compensation  than  that  of  a  Vene- 
zuelan who,  crossing  a  street  in  Paris  in  1871,  during  the  struggles  of 
the  Commime,  was  killed  by  a  stray  ball. 

The  representative  ot  France  in  his  reply  called  attention  to  such 
strange  theory,  as  it  seemed  to  him.  He  suggestively  remarked  that 
the  terms  of  the  letter  of  the  minister  had  only  strengthened  his  pur- 
pose to  have  an  examination  of  the  unfortimate  incidents  which  had 
marked  the  taking  of  Santa  B&rbara  by  the  troops  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  inadmissible,  he  added,  that  the  department  of  foreign 
relations  should  try,  under  cover  of  the  authorities  of  international 
law,  to  liken  the  breaking  of  the  doors  of  the  buildings  of  the  French 
company  to  the  destruction  of  the  hostile  intrenchments,  which  Would 
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lead  one  to  suppose  that  the  aforesaid  buildings  over  which  floated  the 
French  flag  were  occupied  by  revolutionary  forces,  but  this  hypothesis 
was  so  contrary  to  the  real  fact  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  itself 
has  not  thought  to  claim  it.  M.  Qui^vreux  said  at  the  end  of  his 
letter — 

I  regret  that  it  does  not  seem  possible  to  your  excellency  that  the  judicial  authorities 
of  the  district  in  which  Santa  B&rbara  is  situated  should  lend  to  the  officials  of  the  French 
company  of  Venezuelan  railroads  their  aid  in  view  of  establishing  the  exact  truth  about 
the  events  which  the  national  Government  deplores  with  me.  I  see  myself  obliged,  there- 
fore, to  make  all  my  reserves  fo''  the  case  where  the  interested  party  having  to  formulate 
a  precise  claim  upon  the  subject  of  this  affair  it  would  not  be  possible  for  them  to  base  it 
upon  the  statements  made  according  to  the  usual  and  legal  forms.  This  will  not  be  in 
accordance  with  their  will  or  mine. 

In  spite  of  this  courteous  admonition  the  Venezuelan  Government 
persists  in  its  resolutions.  This  attitude  proves  clearly  that  it  feared 
the  consequences  of  a  legal  investigation  and  that  it  was  ready  to 
intrench  behind  technicalities  more  or  less  contestable  upon  expla- 
nations upon  international,  law  and  upon  comparisons  not  well  justi- 
fied. We  are  convinced  besides  that  this  eagerness  to  defend  itself 
by  the  aid  of  citations  of  authorities  of  international  law  even  before 
having  been  attacked,  to  reject  a  claim  which  was  not  yet  presented, 
shows  clearly  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  itself  confessed  that  a 
compensation  for  damages  might  be  demanded  of  it  under  a  just  title. 
If  it  had  been  assured  that  an  investigation  conducted  conformably 
to  Venezuelan  laws  by  the  Venezuelan  officials  would  have  simply  per- 
mitted to  conclude  upon  the  irresponsibility  of  the  Government  for 
the  accident  of  the  war  no  doubt  but  that  it  would  have  proceeded 
immediately  to  the  aforementioned  investigation.  That  would  have 
established  the  responsibilities.  That  is  what  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment wished  to  avoid.  It  has  not  recoiled  before  a  denial  of  justice 
and  it  has  thus  condemned  itself. 

In  the  several  trips  I  have  made  to  Santa  B&rbara  for  the  purpose  of 
forming  personal  opinions  upon  the  French  claims  I  have  been  able, 
although  five  years  have  passed  since  the  events,  to  make  some  obser- 
vations which  have  terminated  by  convincing  me  that  the  wounding 
of  M.  Brun  could  not  be  regarded  as  a  simple  accident  of  war.  Accom- 
panied by  the  commander  of  the  French  cruiser  Jouffroyy  by  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  French  company,  by  the  civil  head  of  Santa  B&rbara, 
and  by  some  prominent  men  of  the  place,  I  visited  the  house  where  M. 
Brun  was  wounded.  The  window  of  the  room  situated  on  the  first  floor 
where  this  accident  took  place  is  pierced  by  several  balls,  the  traces  of 
which  one  sees  clearly  on  the  shutters  of  smooth  wood  and  on  the 
walls  back  of  the  chamber.  Stray  balls  do  not  converge  thus  on  a 
precise  point.  It  is  certainly  a  que^stion  of  a  volley  fired  intentionally 
upon  a  window  which  had  just  been  closed  and  above  which  floated 
the  French  flag.    According  to  the  declarations  which  have  been 
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made  to  me  by  the  civil  chief  and  by  the  notables  who  were  at  Santa 
Bfi-rbara  when  the  village  was  taken,  the  troops  which  fired  came  by  a 
street  perpendicular  to  the  side  of  the  house  where  the  window  of  M. 
Brun  was  located.  There  were  neither  in  the  street  nor  in  the  house 
any  insurgents,  the  presence  of  whom  could  have  explained  the  shots, 
and  the  armed  band  was  commanded  by  an  officer,  Mr.  Montiel,  and 
composed  of  soldiers  who  knew  the  house  of  M.  Brun  and  M.  Brun 
himself  very  well.  The  tone  with  which  these  declarations  were  made 
lead  me  to  believe  that  the  aggressors  knew  what  they  were  doing  and 
were  led  by  a  chief  who  profited  from  an  occasion  offered  to  satisfy  a 
former  grudge.  The  investigation  asked  for  and  refused  under  the 
conditions,  which  I  have  explained,  would  at  least  have  permitted 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  to  punish  those  who  thus  fixed  its 
responsibility.  These  necessary  explanations  tend  to  transform  the 
simple  accident  of  war  which  the  Venezuelan  Government  would  like 
to  content  itself  with  deploring  into  a  murder  committed  knowingly, 
perhaps  premeditated,  and  in  any  case  accompanied  by  acts  of  vio- 
lence upon  foreign  property  without  any  provocation  or  any  resist- 
ance being  able  to  excuse  or  even  explain  them.  Can  one  equitably 
establish  a  parallel  between  a  like  instance  and  the  fortuitous  death 
of  a  Venezuelan  who,  in  1871,  was  hit  by  a  stray  ball  while  crossing  a 
street  during  a  combat  going  on  between  the  insurgents  and  the  army 
of  Versailles?  M.  Brun,  director  of  a  public  service,  who  was  obliged 
to  remain  at  his  post,  has  been  wounded  in  Ids  house  surmounted  by  a 
French  flag  by  a  volley  intentionally  aimed  at  his  window  by  a  party 
of  regular  soldiers  who  knew  him  without  one's  being  able  to  find  in  it 
any  excuse  or  provocation.  The  same  soldiers  then  broke  down  the 
doors  of  the  buildings  which  they  invaded  and  can  not  give  as  an 
excuse  for  this  violation  of  foreign  property  the  necessity  of  driving 
insurgents  from  it  and  of  making  them  cease  their  resistance. 

The  nature  of  the  acts,  the  conduct  of  the  local  authorities,  the 
attitude  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  and  the  result  of  a  personal 
investigation  have  led  me  to  judge  that  an  indemnity  was  due  the 
family  of  the  victim.  I  have  placed  it  at  500,000  bolivars,  judging  as 
an  arbitrator  who  acts  according  to  his  conscience  without  allowing 
himself  to  be  influenced  by  the  quality  of  the  parties  which  he  has  no 
mission  either  to  attack  or  defend.  I  have  estimated,  and  still  esti- 
mate, after  having  heard  my  honorable  colleague  express  his  opinion, 
that  this  indemnity  is  an  equitable  reparation  for  the  material  damage 
suffered  by  the  family  of  M.  Brun.  This  sum  represents  in  capital  the 
annual  salary  of  the  director  of  the  French  company,  who  earned  in 
pursuit  of  his  duties  from  20,000  to  25,000  bolivars.  We  should  reach 
a  much  greater  sum  if  we  calculated  the  indemnity  at  the  normal  rate 
of  interest  in  Venezuela,  which  is  practically  12  per  cent.  We  ought 
to  consider  besides  that,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  this 
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indemnity  has  to  be  paid  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debts  and  not  in 
gold.  Thanks  to*  this  concession  kindly  granted  by  the  French 
Government  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  permit  it  to  pay  its 
debts  with  greater  facility,  the  figure  of  the  indemnity  finds  itself 
singularly  reduced  in  reality.  The  bonds  issued  by  the  Venezuelan 
Government  have  an  actual  variable  value  in  fact  which  always  rests 
far  from  their  nominal  value.  In  May,  1903,  they  underwent  a  depre- 
ciation of  30  per  cent.  To-day  the  Venezuelan  Government,  having 
proceeded  to  new  issues  to  pay  the  indemnities  accorded  by  the  mixed 
commission,  the  depreciation  reaches  70  per  cent.  The  latter  can 
only  increase  still  more  by  future  issues.  It  would  be  then,  if  the 
umpire  should  partake  of  the  sentiment  of  the  French  arbitrator, 
scarcely  the  sum  of  150,000  bolivars  in  gold  which  the  heirs  of  M.  Brun 
would  receive  from  the  Venezuelan  Government. 
Decemher  16,  190S. 


EXHIBIT  ATTACHED  TO  THE  OPINION   OF  THE  FRENCH   COMMISSIONER. 

Under  date  of  June  17  la.st,  the  mother  of  M.  Brun,  having  learned  that  the  Venezuelan 
arbitrator  had  raised  a  question  of  fact  because  the  Brun  claim  was  not  directly  presented 
by  the  interested  parties,  sent  me  the  attached  letter. 

^{me.  Brun,  aged  and  infirm,  has  counted  upon  the  French  Government  to  sustain  her 
claioa  against  the  Venezuelan  Government.  She  declares  that  she  approves  what  the  min- 
istry of  foreign  affairs  has  done  in  her  interest  and  requests  it  to  continue  its  proceeding  in 
the  same  manner. 

June  28, 1904. 

LoD&VB  (Herault), 

Jum  17, 1904. 
M.  DE  Peretti  d£  la  Uocoa, 

French  Arbitrator  in  Venezuelan  Claims, 

Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Paris,  France. 
Snt:  I  have  learned  that  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator  at  Caracas  has  raised  some  difficulties 
with  regard  to  the  claim  which  I  have  for  the  death  of  my  son,  Jos^  Brun,  director  of  the 
Company  of  French-Venezuelan  Railways,  assassinated  at  Santa  Barbara,  Venezuela, 
because  1  have  not  acted  myself,  but  I  count  upon  what  has  been  done  by  the  French  Gov- 
ernment in  maintaining  my  claim  to  follow  its  course. 

I  inform  jo\x  then  by  the  present  that  I  give  full  approbation  to  what  the  ministry  of 
foreign  affairs  has  done,  asking  it  to  be  pleased  to  maintain  my  claim  in  the  manner  in  wfiich 
it  has  supported  it  itself. 

Widow  Brun  (n^ib  Carred). 
Bouijbvard  de  l'H6pital, 

Maison  Lawrls,  Lodive,  Hhault. 


ADDinONAIi  OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZUELAN  COMMISSIONER. 

As  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  I  have  held,  as  shown  by  the 
abstract  of  the  oral  proceedings  had  on  May  27,  1903,  that  the  com- 
mission should  abstain  from  considering  the  merits  of  the  documents 
produced,  as  at  first  glance  it  appeared  that  a  claim  for  indemnifica- 
tion had  not  been  properly  entered  against  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment by  a  citizen  or  a  party  in  interest  of  French  nationaUty,  showing 
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his  capacity  as  universal  heir  to  M.  Jules  Brun,  nor  his  legal  title  to 
receive  any  sum  by  way  of  indemnification.  I  also  held  that,  from  the 
examination  of  the  documents  then  before  me,  no  cause  was  shown  to 
substantiate  the  alleged  liability  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  for 
the  death  of  M.  Brun,  as  the  testimony  of  the  eyewitnesses  clearly 
proved  that  the  death  of  the  party  was  produced  accidentally,  was 
due  to  a  casualty,  at  the  time  an  armed  conflict  was  taking  place  near 
his  residence. 

In  support  of  the  first  point  held  in  my  opinion,  I  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  honorable  umpire  to  the  precise  language  of  article  1 
of  the  protocol  made  in  Paris  on  the  17th  of  February,  1902,  to  which 
the  existence  of  the  present  conimission  is.  due,  and  supplemented  by 
article  2,  relating  to  claims  submitted  to  the  investigation  and  decision 
of  said  commission. 

Both  articles  refer  to  claims  for  indemnification  presented  by  French 
citizens  only,  and  this  commission  can  not,  because  more  or  less 
plausible  reasons  of  similarity  or  inference  are  put  forth,  extend  its 
limited  powers  to  deal  with  other  matters,  except  such  as  are  brought 
before  it  by  French  citizens  in  the  shape  of  a  claim  demanding  a  stated 
indemnification.  Individual  action  is  one  of  the  requisites  necessary 
to  the  possibility  or  faculty  of  the  commission  to  deal  with  cases 
involving  private  interests  of  French  citizens  who  claim  as  against  the 
Venezuelan  Government  to  have  sustained  damages  or  to  be  aggrieved 
parties. 

Other  questions  exclusively  affecting  the  Governments  of  both 
countries  do  not  come  within  the  scope  of  this  commission,  in  the  same 
manner  that  the  diplomatic  action  of  the  Government  taking  in  hand 
the  representation  and  defense  of  the  rights  of  its  citizens  does  not 
extend  so  far  as  to  create  such  rights  nor  to  enforce  them  when  the 
party  concerned  has  not  made  use  of  such  right  nor  yet  to  supersede  the 
party  when  the  party  has  not  shown  signs  of  existence.  It  is  not 
amiss  to  quote,  in  this  connection,  the  opinion  of  the  learned  com- 
missioner, Mr.  Little,  in  the  claims  of  Narcissa  de  Hammer  and  Amelia 
de  Brissot,  before  the  commission  created  by  the  convention  of  Decem- 
ber, 1885,  between  Venezuela  and  the  United  States  : 

This  of  course,  is  not  saying  that  the  United  States  has  no  cause  for  reclamation  on  the  ac- 
count of  the  killing  of  her  citizens — Captain  Hammer  and  Mr.  Brissot.  It  is  only  hold- 
ing that  under  the  terras  of  the  convention  the  question  is  not  submitted  to  us.  It  would 
bo  to  go  beyond  the  limits  of  just  interpretation  and  to  enter  the  forbidden  domain  of 
judicial  legislation  to  say  that  claims  on  the  part  of  citizens  means  or  includes  eiaims  growing 
out  of  the  injuries  to  citizens.    (Moore,  2450-2460.) 

All  questions  relating  to  the  nationality  of  the  claimant  and  to  the 
legal  status  or  judicial  capacity  of  the  person  to  receive  an  award 
grow  out  of  the  presentation  of  such  person  as  a  claimant,  whether  it 
is  a  real  living  person  or  a  judicial  person,  which  by  law  has  a  sup- 
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posed  existence.  On  the  other  hand,  the  claim  must  state  the  amount 
claimed  as  a  fair  indemnification,  such  data  as  are  furnished  by  the 
claimant  being  of  great  importance  in  the  estimation  of  damages. 

None  of  the  requisites  is  found  in  the  documents  submitted  to  the 
commission,  as  such  evidence  only  consisted  of  a  collection  of  notes 
and  depositions  made  by  employees  of  the  company  and  consular  offi- 
cers in  regard  to  the  death  of  M.  Jules  Brun.  From  the  contents  of 
said  notes  in  regard  to  the  consular  action  it  appears  that  such  action 
was  reduced  to  soliciting  immediately  after  the  death  of  M.  Brun  the 
cooperation  of  the  Venezuelan  authorities  for  the  further  investiga- 
tion of  a  fact  then  made  sufficiently  clear  by  the  testimony  of  the  only 
eyewitnesses  to  the  accidental  wounding,  the  employees  of  the  com- 
pany.    Such  extreme  investigation  was  asked  for  the  sole  purpose  of — 

aecurmg  the  possibility  that  the  parties  concerned  may  have  to  enter  a  precise  claim  on 
the  subject,  being  thus  enabled  to  base  it  upon  proofs  established  according  to  legal 
proceedings. 

The  telegram  of  M.  Hanotaux,  minister  of  foreign  aflFairs  of  France, 
to  the  French  legation  at  Caracas  reads  as  follows: 

Prenez  dispositions  n^cessaires  pour  sauvegarder  droits  ^ventuelles  famiUe  Brun. 

[Translation.] 

Take  necessary  steps  to  safeguard  eventual  rights  of  Brun  family. 

What  is  the  meaning  of  the  note  of  M.  Quifivreux  and  of  this  tele- 
gram? .  That  it  might  be  possible  for  the  interested  parties  to  enter  a 
precise  claim  on  this  subject  and  that  the  consular  agent  should  en- 
deavor to  safeguard  any  eventual  rights  of  the  Brun  family.  Neither 
has  the  claim  been  made  precise^  nor  is  there  anything  to  show  that 
such  rights  of  the  Brun  family  have  passed  from  their  eventual  con- 
dition to  that  of  positive  and  distinct  rights;  nor  has  the  French 
Government  duly  entered  any  such  claim  against  the  Venezuelan  Gov- 
ernment in  behalf  of  the  Brun  family,  nor  yet  has  it  deemed  that  the 
case  has  arrived  when,  by  virtue  of  its  sovereignty  and  in  view  of  the 
testimony  furnished  by  the  employees  of  the  company,  witnesses  to  the 
wounding  of  M.  Brun,  said  Government  should  demand  a  certain 
sum  of  money  from  the  Venezuelan  Government  as  an  amend  for  a 
wrong  done  to  the  nation  or  as  a  penalty  and  under  no  circumstances 
by  way  of  a  humanitarian  compensation  or  a  charitable  gift  made  to 
the  Brun  family.  These  courts  can  not  measure  in  money  the  wrong 
done  to  a  nation,  as  a  nation,  in  case  such  wrong  exists,  nor  have  they 
been  created  to  make  grants  in  order  to  remedy  the  needs  of  a  widow 
and  orphans  by  reason  of  the  accidental  death  of  a  beloved  husband 
and  father. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  has  lately  produced  as  an 
annex  to  his  opinion  a  letter  from  M.  Brun's  relict,  dated  on  the 
17th  of  June  of  last  year — that  is,  one  year  after  having  presented  and 
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examined  the  documents  in  the  case  which  I  had  before  me  in  Caracas 
when  I  gave  my  opinion  on  the  case.  Such  letter  lacks  weight,  as  it 
only  ratifies  the  proceedings  adopted  in  this  matter  by  the  minister  of 
foreign  affairs  of  France,  and  it  has  been  shown  that  such  proceedings 
do  not  constitute  a  claim  for  an  indemnification  for  a  given  sum  in 
behalf  of  a  given  person.  That  which  has  had  no  existence  can  not 
be  the  subject  of  approval  or  ratification.  That  which  lacks  legal 
force  because  of  the  omission  of  an  indispensable  requisite  to  make 
the  act  or  contract  valid  may  be  ratified  or  approved  in  order  to 
make  it  valid.  To  do  this,  however,  it  is  also  indispensable  that  such 
act  or  contract  should  exist  even  in  a  weak  condition.  That  which 
has  never  existed  can  not  be  ratified  or  revalidated,  and  the  claim  of 
Mme.  Brun  against  the  Venezuelan  Government  for  indenmification 
did  not  exist  either  prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  the  signature  of  the  pro- 
tocol of  February  17, 1902,  nor  yet  during  the  six  months  provided 
by  article  2,  as  an  extension  of  the  time  granted  for  the  presentation 
and  the  examination  in  the  first  place  by  the  French  and  Venezuelan 
commissioners  of  all  claims  for  iridemnification  growing  out  of  events 
prior  to  May  23,  1899. 

In  consequence  I  maintain  the  first  point  of  my  opinion  that,  as  no 
claim  whatever  for  indemnification  was  presented  in  due  time  by  or 
in  behalf  of  a  specified  French  citizen,  this  commission  is  not  under 
obligation  to  examine  the  documents  bearing  on  the  case  in  point,  as 
the  commission  has  no  authority  in  the  premises,  and  that  the  claim 
must  therefore  be  rejected. 

In  case  the  honorable  umpire  should  deem  it  proper  to  examine  the 
documents  in  reference  on  their  merits  and  to  weigh  the  proof  of  the 
facts  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the 
honorable  commissioner  for  France  and  the  assertions  contained  in  his 
memorandum  in  regard  to  the  death  of  M.  Jules  Brun  are  justified,  I 
have  no  need  to  go  into  a  deep  analysis  of  the  testimony  introduced 
to  convince  the  honorable  umpire  of  the  slight  connection  there  is 
between  the  opinion  of  my  learned  colleague  and  the  conclusive  proof 
shown  by  the  testimony  of  the  eyewitnesses,  MM.  A.  Crinifere,  book- 
keeper of  the  company  and  J.  B.  Peysselon,  representative  of  the  com- 
pany after  the  death  of  M.  Brun. 

Mr.  Crini^re's  verbatim  testimony  is  as  follows: 

Dans  la  mating  du  dimanche  8  mai,  craignant  un  engagement  s^rieux  des  deux  parties, 
nous  arborions  vera  les  dix  heures  du  matin  k  la  maison  de  la  Direction  des  drapeaux  noB 
couleura  fran^aises,  dont  deux  k  la  fenStre  du  salon  donnant  sur  la  place,  par  M.  Brun  lui 
m6me  et  aid^  de  Miguel  Labarca,  deux  par  moi  dont  un  tr^  grand  sur  la  rue  Santo  Domingo; 
e'est  par  eetie  me  que  les  soldats  de  la  force  legale  ont  entouri  U  village  et  ou  donnait  la  chambre 
dans  laquelle  M.  Brun  a  trouv4  la  mort  en  fermant  une  fendtre.  *  *  *  Une  vive  fusil- 
lade delate  au  m6me  moment  dans  la  rue  Santo  Domingo;  c'^tait  les  soldats  envoys  de 
Maracaibo  qui  arrirxiient  par  le  fond  du  village,  et  prenant  par  derri^re  les  forces  des 
genereaux  Figuera   et  Pozo,   imm^atement  Messieura  Brun,  Peysselon  et  moi,  nou» 
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prSeipiUms  pour  fermer  portes  etf entires  pour  tious  priaerver  dee  proyectUes.  Dejh  j'avaia 
eniendu  comme  un  bruit  de  pldtre  iomher  derrilre  moi;  c'^tait  une  balle  qui  avait  traverse  la 
fenitre  du  salon  donnant  sur  la  place  et  munie  des  deux  drapeaux  (a  window  different  from 
the  one  where  a  few  moments  later  M.  Bnin  was  wounded)  et  presque  aussitdt  j'entendais 
Monsieur  Bnin  s*6crier:  Ah,  je  suis  bless^,  nous  tous  nous  pr^ipitons  vers  lui  i>our  lui  por- 
ter secour?  et  lui  voyons  la  main  droite  horriblement  mutiMe  d'une  balle.  Tout  ceci  a  dur^ 
I'espaoe  d'un  ^lair.  *  *  *  J'ai  ^t6  temoin  de  tous  ces  faits  et  je  suis  en  possession  du 
verrou  de  la  fendtre  de  la  chambre  de  Monsieur  Brun,  et  aussi  d'une  balle  que  j'ai  ramass^ 
au  milieu  du  salon  (not  M.  Brunts  room);  je  les  tiens  k  votre  disposition  et  ils  prouveront  sur- 
ahondamment  la  v^radte  de  ces  faits  regrettables. 

[Translation.] 
On  the  morning  of  Sunday,  May  8,  fearing  a  serious  fight  between  the  two  parties,  we 
hoisted  our  French  colors  at  about  10  a.  m.  over  the  company's  house.  Two  of  said  flags 
were  placed  in  the  window  of  the  parlor  overlooking  the  square  by  M.  Bnin  himself,  assisted 
by  Miguel  Labarca,  and  two  by  me,  the  very  large  one  in  the  window  facing  the  street  of 
Santo  Domingo.  It  was  by  this  street  that  the  legal  troops  surrounded  the  village  and 
which  the  window  overlooked  where  M.  Bnin  met  his  death  in  closing  this  window.  A 
lively  fusillade  rang  out  at 'that  moment  on  Santo  Domingo  street;  it  came  from  the  soldiers 
sent  from  Maracaibo,  who  were  arriving  at  the  rear  of  the  village,  taking  the  forces  of  Gen- 
erals Figuera  and  Pozo  at  their  back.  Messrs.  Brun,  Peysselon,  and  I  at  once  proceeded  to 
close  doors  and  windows  to  protect  ourselves  from  the  missiles.  I  had  already  heard  a 
noise  behind  me  as  of  falling  plaster;  it  was  from  a  ball  that  had  come  through  the  parlor 
window  that  overlooked  the  square  and  from  which  hung  the  two  flags;  almost  at  the  same 
instant  I  heard  M.  Brun  cry  out,  ''I  am  wounded."  We  all  rushed  to  his  aid  and  found  his 
right  hand  horribly  mangled  by  a  ball.  All  this  had  happened  in  a  flash.  I  have  been  a 
witness  to  these  events  and  have  in  my  possession  the  window  bolt  of  M.  Bnm's  room  and 
also  the  ball  which  I  picked  up  in  the  middle  of  the  salon;  they  are  entirely  at  your  dis- 
posal and  afford  abundant  proof  of  these  lamentable  facts. 

Mr.  Peysselon  states : 

Le  dimanche  8,  les  troupes  legales  amen^es  parle  vapeur  ProgT««o  arrivaient  k  midi  et  demi 
dans  "le  pueblo."  Nous  devious  dans  cette  circonstance  prevoir  une  hataille  dans  les  rues. 
Cette  prevoyanee  nous  commandait  de  fermer  imvnediatement  toutes  les  portes  et  volets  de  notre 
maison  d'habitation;  pendant  que  je  fermais  une  fenStre  donnant  sur  la  place,  M.  Brun 
fermaii  eelle  de  sa  chamhre  donnant  sur  la  rue  Santo  Domingo;  au  m6me  instant  \a fusillade 
eommenfait  dans  cette  rue,  lafenHre  eiait  dejh  fermUj  mais  Monsieur  Brun  n 'avait  encore 
pas  eu  le  temps  de  quitter  la  main  dessus  le  verrou,  quand  une  balle  d'arme  de  precision  est 
venue  traverser  le  volety  tordre  le  verrou  d^une  fapon  extraordinaire,  percer  de  part  h  part  la 
main  de  Mons.  Brun,  et  lui  projeter  des  ^lats  en  pleine  poi trine.  *  *  *  Mons.  Brun 
est  rest^  k  Santa  B&rbara  jusqu'k  la  premiere  occasion  pour  descendre  k  Maracaibo  et  il  a  ^t6 
embarqu^  le  jeudi  matin  vers  les  dix  heures  avec  plus  grands  soins.  Son  ^tat  ne  nous 
pennettait  pas  de  prevoir  une  issue  aussi  fatale  et  si  prompts.  II  est  mort  pendant  la 
traverse,  le  mdme  jour  k  8  heures  45  minutes  du  soir.  Tel  est  I'expos^  sincere  des  faits 
dont  j'ai  6t4  temoin  oculaire  jusqu'^  Tembarquement  de  M.  Brun. 

[Translation.] 
On  Sunday,  the  8th,  the  legal  troops  brought  on  the  steamer  Progreso  arrived  in  the 
"pueblo"  at  half -past  twelve,  noon.  Under  such  circumstances  we  anticipated  a  fight  in 
the  streets.  This  led  us  to  immediately  close  all  the  doors  and  shutters  of  our  dwelling  house. 
While  I  was  closing  a  window  overlooking  the  square  M.  Brun  was  dosing  that  of  his  room 
facing  Santo  Domingo  street;  at  the  same  moment  firing  began  in  this  street;  the  window  had 
been  already  dosedf  but  M.  Brun  had  not  had  time  yet  to  withdraw  his  hand  from  the  bolt 
when  a  bullet  from  a  rifle  {arme  de  precision)  came  and  perforated  the  shutter,  twisted  the  bolt 
in  on  extraordinary  manner  and  pierced  through  the  hand  ofM.  Brun,  sending  splints  all  over 
his  diest.  M.  Brun  remained  in  Santa  B^rbaia  until  the  first  opportunity  to  go  down  to 
a  Doc.  63a-69-l 2 


18  CASE  OF  HEIB8  OF  JULEB  BBUN. 

Mftiscalbo.  He  was  embarked  Thuraday  morning  at  about  10  o'clock  with  the  greatest 
care.  His  state  did  not  warrant  our  foreseeing  such  a  fatal  and  sudden  issue.  He  died 
dunng  the  trip  on  the  same  day  at  8.45  in  the  evening.  This  is  a  sincere  statement  of  the 
facts  of  which  I  was  an  eyewitness  until  M.  Bnm  was  put  aboard. 

After  reading  such  sincere  and  truthful  accounts  given  by  two 
responsible  parties,  emloyees  of  the  copmpany  and  fellow-countrymen 
of  M.  Brun,  how  can  it  be  explained  that  the  learned  commissioner 
should  in  his  opinion  endeavor  to  construe  a  mere  accident  of  war 
which  the  Venezuelan  authorities  were  the  first  to  deplore,  as  shown 
by  the  record  of  the  case,  into  a  mm-der  committed  Tcnomngly  and 
perhaps  with  premeditation,  averring  at  the  same  time  that  the  wound 
received  by  M.  Brun  was  due  to  a  shot  from  a  voUey  designedly  aim^d 
at  the  window  hy  regular  soldiers  who  Jcnew  himf  Where  is  the  proof 
of  so  grave  an  accusation  ?  Inferences  like  these,  which  originate  in 
the  mind  preoccupied  with  the  idea  of  finding  guilt  where  there  is  only 
a  regrettable  incident,  as  indicated  by  the  testimony  of  M.  Crixiiftre, 
can  not  fail  to  bring  to  the  mind  of  an  impartial  and  upright  judge 
the  conviction  that  such  an  assertion  lacks  all  reasonable  foundation. 

S(^  grave  a  chaige  against  the  Government  of  any  country  should  be  maintained  by 
the  most  unquestionable  proof.  It  should  be  alleged  as  a  distinct  fact  and  ground  of  recla- 
mation and  proved  by  evidence  of  the  clearest  character.  Case  of  Johnson  v.  Mexico, 
before  the  Mexican  Claims  Commission,  1849.     (Moore,  p.  3032.) 

As  a  proof  of  the  correctness  of  his  assertions  M.  de  Peretti  de  la 
Rocca  introduces  in  his  memorandum  a  statement  of  the  inspection 
he  himself  made  of  the  house  wherein  M.  Brun  was  wounded,  when 
he  went  to  Santa  Barbara  on  board  of  the  French  cruiser  Jouffroy,  in 
the  course  of  a  trip  to  Venezuela,  five  years  after  the  incident.  M. 
de  Peretti  states  that  according  to  the  declarations  made  to  him  by  the . 
civil  authority  (jefe  civil)  and  prominent  persons  who  were  in  Santa 
Barbara  at  the  time  the  town  was  captured — 

The  troops  that  fired  came  through  a  street  running  at  right  angles  to  the  side  of  the 
house  where  M.  Brun's  window  lies,  and  that  there  were  neither  in  the  house  nor  in  the 
street  any  revolutionists  whose  presence  might  explain  the  firing  and  that  the  armed  troop 
was  under  the  command  of  an  ofi^cer  by  the  name  of  Montiel  and  consisted  of  soldiers  well 
acquainted  with  M.  Brunts  house  and  M.  Brun  himself. 

This  supplementary  proof  which,  for  lack  of  a  better  one,  the  hon- 
orable commissioner  for  France  endeavors  to  introduce,  a  proof  rest- 
ing upon  his  personal  investigation,  lacks  all  force  in  the  present 
instance  as  we,  the  commissioners,  must  give  our  several  decisions 
in  strict  accordance  with  the  proofs  submitted  ex  parte,  and  we  can 
not  find  other  elements  to  form  our  opinion  unless  they  are  from  the 
documentary  evidence  submitted  to  us.  To  act  otherwise  would  be 
tantamount  to  changing  the  mission  of  arbitrator  and  become  an 
earnest  defender  of  one  of  the  parties.  In  order  to  show  how  easy  it 
is  to  err  when  the  field  of  sober  thought  is  left  where  the  judge  must 
preside  to  enter  into  the  arena  where  the  eager  defense  is  made  it  suf- 
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fices  to  compare    the  text  of   the  depositions  of   the  eyewitnesses 
Crini^re  and  Peysselon  with  the  report  of  the  French  commissioner. 
The  witnesses  state : 

It  was  by  Santo  Domingo  street  that  the  soldiers  of  the  legal  troops  surrounded  the  town, 
and  M.  Bran's  room,  where  he  was  wounded  when  shutting  a  window,  overlooks  the  street. 
*  *  *  A  lively  fusillade  rang  out  at  that  moment  in  Santo  Domingo  street.  It  came  from 
the  soldiers  sent  from  Maracaibo,  who  ivere  arriving  at  th€  rear  of  the  town  and  taking  the 
revolutionarj'  forces  at  their  back ;  immediately  (we)  proceeded  to  close  doors  and  windows 
to  protect  ourselves  from  the  missiles.  Under  such  circumstances  we  anticipated  a  fight  in 
the  streets.    This  led  us  to  immediately  cloee  all  the  doors  and  shutters  of  our  dwelling  house. 

While  I  was  closing  a  window  (Peysselon  states)  overiooking  the  square,  M.  Bran  was 
closing  that  of  his  room  facing  Santo  Domingo  street,  and  at  the  same  moment  the  firing 
began  in  this  street.  The  window  had  been  already  closed,  but  M.  Bran  had  not  yet  had 
time  to  withdraw  his  hand  from  the  bolt  when  a  bullet  from  a  rifle  perforated  the  shutter, 
twisted  the  bolt  in  an  extraordinary  manner,  and  pierced  the  hand  of  M.  Bran. 

Now,  do  not  these  two  depositions  clearl}^  show  the  imminent  risk 
which  cll  the  persons  living  in  the  house  were  running  that  the  mis- 
siles might  come  in  through  doors  and  windows,  and  for  this  reason 
they  hastened  to  close  them?  And  was  it  not  precisely  in  obedience 
to  the  instinct  of  self-preservation  that  M.  Brun  went  to  the  window 
in  his  room,  which  faced  Santo  Domingo  street,  when  a  lively  fusillade 
rang  out  in  this  street,  and  while  being  precisely  there  with  his  hand 
still  on  the  bolt,  the  window  being  closed,  a  bullet  wounded  his  hand? 

Neither  the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  learned  commissioner 
from  France  in  the  narrative  of  his  ocular  inspection  nor  his  theory 
of  the  perpendicular  line  in  the  subject  of  the  direction  of  projectiles 
in  a  fight,  which  grew  to  the  proportions  of  a  battle,  can  alter  in  the 
slightest  degree  the  deep  conviction  produced  by  the  depositions  of 
Peysselon  and  Crinifere  that  the  wound  received  by  M.  Brun,  which 
some  days  later  brought  about  his  lamented  death,  was  an  accident, 
and  by  no  means  the  outcome  of  a  malicious  plan. 

I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  honorable  umpire  to  the  contents 
of  the  official  conmiunications  addressed  by  the  president  of  the  State 
of  Zulia,  and  by  the  commander  of  the  Third  military  zone,  where  the 
town  of  Santa  Barbara  belongs,  to  M.  Jules  d'Empaire,  in  charge  of 
the  French  consular  agency  in  Maracaibo,  wherein  such  oflBcers 
express  their  earnest  regret  on  account  of  the  death  of  M.  Jules  Brun, 
a  French  subject,  produced  by  a  wound  received  under  sad  and  for- 
tuitous   circumstances. 

With  the  hst-named  communication,  the  military  commander  of 
the  zone  also  sends  a  true  copy  of  a  letter  M.  Peysselon,  inspector  of 
the  company,  addressed  in  behalf  of  M.  Brun  to  the  military  com- 
mander of  the  district,  the  letter  in  question  being  verbatim^  as  follows: 

Como  agente  de  la  compafifa  y  por  impedimento  del  Sr.  J.  Bran  (this  is  four  days  after 
being  wounded),  doy  k  Yd.  las  gracias  por  el  restablecimiento  del  drden  y  por  haber  tomado 
las  disposiciones  eficaces  para  la  traida  del  vapor  Santa  Barbara.  Nos  complacemos  alta- 
mente  verlo  &  Yd.  entre  nosotros  para  protejer  nuestras  peraonas  y  nuestros  intereses. 
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[Translation.] 

As  the  agent  of  the  company  and  by  reason  of  disability  on  the  part  of  M.  J.  Bnin,  I  beg 
to  thank  you  for  the  restoration  of  order  and  for  having  taken  effective  steps  for  the  coming 
of  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara.  We  are  highly  pleased  to  see  you  among  us  to  protect  our 
lives  and  property. 

Could  it  be  possible  that  M.  Bnin  would  instruct  M.  Peysselon  to 
thank  the  military  commander  of  the  district  having  under  conunand 
the  troops  which  made  the  attack  on  the  town  of  Santa  B&rbara,  and 
to  whose  body  the  group  of  soldiers  imder  the  officer  Montiel  belonged, 
if  M.  Bnin  had  not  been  satisfied  that  the  wound  he  received  and  for 
which  he  was  then  suflfering  had  not  been  entirely  accidental? 

I  come  to  a  close,  confirming  in  all  its  particulars  my  former  opinion, 
which  I  send  with  the  present  opinion,  in  which  opinion  I  differ  from 
my  learned  colleague,  rejecting  in  full  the  claim  tliat  the  Venezuelan 
Government  must  indemnify  with  any  amount  whatever  the  mother 
or  family  of  M.  Brun  by  reason  of  his  death,  which  was  entirely 
fortuitous  and  does  not  create  any  liability  whatsoever  on  the  part 
of  said  Government. 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  1,  1906. 
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After  having  heard  the  additional  opinion  drawn  up  by  my  hon- 
orable colleague  I  ought  to  declare  that  his  arguments  have  not  in 
any  wise  weakened  my  convictions.  In  the  first  place,  I  maintain 
that  one  could  not  refuse  the  French  Government  the  faculty  of 
the  right  to  interfere  for  Mme.  Brun,  aged  and  infirm,  and  conse- 
quently incapable  of  acting  by  herself.  This  would  be  contrary  to 
humanity,  to  good  sense,  and  to  the  protocol  of  1902.  It  is  superfluous 
to  indicate  in  fact  that  the  French  Government  would  have  failed  in 
its  duty  in  not  presenting  this  claim,  but  it  is  important  to  remark 
here  that  it  has  not  in  doing  this  acted  contrary  to  the  obligations 
which  the  protocol  places  upon  it.  Article  2,  which  concerns  the 
claims  which  we  are  considering,  is  formulated  thus : 

The  demand  of  the  indemnities  other  than  those  which  are  covered  by  article  1,  but 
founded  on  acts  anterior  to  the  23d  of  May,  1899,  shall  be  examined  in  concert,  etc. 

It  is  not  said  that  these  demands  will  have  to  be  presented 
by  the  claimants  themselves,  who  are  at  liberty  to  have  them 
presented  to  the  arbitrators  by  advocates  or  by  their  natural  repre- 
sentative which  is  the  government  of  their  country.  In  the  mixed 
commissions  established  at  Caracas  by  the  protocols  signed  in  1903 
at  Washington  did  not  each  government  have  an  agent  charged  with 
presenting  the  claims  in  its  name  ?  It  is  necessary  to  remark  besides 
that  in  the  particular  case  the  French  Government  by  a  scruple  which 
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nn  only  honor  it  has  not  made  itself  the  advocate  o\  Mme.  Bmn. 
Nothing,  however,  forbade  this,  but  it  is  content  to  serve  as  impartial 
intermediary.  On  the  contrary,  in  denying  the  French  Govern- 
ment the  faculty  of  presenting  this  claim  one  goes  against  the  spirit 
of  the  protocol,  which  has  for  its  end  the  settlement  of  all  the  claims 
of  French  citizens,  for  one  would  oblige  the  French  Government  to 
reply  to  this  claim  by  the  diplomatic  way  now  that  the  protocol  has 
been  signed,  precisely  in  view  of  removing  these  difficulties  from  the 
ordinary  course,  to  submit  them  to  arbitration.  In  the  second  place, 
in  my  opinion,  the  responsibility  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  rests 
plainly  established  by  the  incident  which  has  led  to  the  death  of  M. 
Brun.  I  remain  pursuaded  that  M.  Brun  has  not  been  the  victim  of 
a  simple  accident  of  war.  The  results  of  my  personal  investigation 
are  not  at  all  proofs,  without  doubt.  I  present  them  merely  as  the 
basis  which  has  permitted  me  to  form  a  conviction.  I  persist,  more- 
over, in  considering  the  refusil  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  to 
proceed  after  the  incident  to  an  investigation  upon  the  spot  by  its 
own  officers  as  a  valuable  indication  of  the  fear  which  the  result  of 
such  an  investigation  would  inspire  in  it. 
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The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  asserts  a  claim  of  500,000 
francs,  while  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  rejects  the 
claim  in  its  entirety.     Hence  it  comes  to  the  umpire  for  his  decision. 

The  unquestioned  facts  are  that  in  the  State  of  Zulia  in  the  United 
States  of  Venezuela  on  May  8,  1898,  there  was  a  railroad  extending 
from  San  C&rlos  to  Mfirida  and  in  San  Cfi-rlos  was  the  village  of  Santa 
Barbara  about  the  harbor  of  the  same  name.  That  this  railroad  was 
operated  by  a  certain  French  company,  whose  superintendent  or 
director  was  Mr.  Jules  Brun.  His  residence  and  the  shops  and  offices 
o£  the  company  were  in  said  village  of  Santa  Barbara. 

That  for  some  time  preceding  the  date  mentioned  there  had  been  a 
revolt  in  the  State  oi  Zulia  against  the  government  of  that  State  and 
of  the  RepubUc,  and  that  these  insurgents  had  taken  possession  of  the 
country  in  the  vicinity  of  San  Cfixlos  and  since  May  4  had  been  in 
possession  of  the  said  village  of  Santa  B&rbara.  That  the  govern- 
ment was  taking  measures  through  military  operations  to  dislodge  the 
insurgents  from  this  village  and  to  defeat  and  disperse  them;  and  for 
that  purpose  on  Sunday,  May  8,  the  Government  troops  arrived  in  the 
harbor  of  Santa  Barbara  on  the  steamer  Progreso,  a  little  before  noon 
of  the  day.  That  about  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  Superintendent 
Brun,  his  associates,  and  those  who  were  occupants  of  the  house  with 
him,  fearing  an  engagement  between  the  two  forces,  placed  conspicu- 
ously five  French  flags  over  their  residence  to  attest  its  neutrality  and 
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mark  it  for  protection.  Not  far  from  12,  noon,  a  battle  seemed 
imminent  between  the  two  forces  and  the  inmates  of  this  residence, 
including  the  superintendent,  made  haste  to  close  the  shutters  of  the 
house.  While  Superintendent  Brun  was  engaged  in  closing  the 
shutters  of  the  window  overiooking  the  pubUc  square  he  was  wounded 
by  a  rifle  ball  coming  from  the  gun  of  a  Government  soldier,  which 
penetrated  the  shutter,  struck  the  bolt  and  drove  it  into  his  right 
hand,  the  ball  passing  through.  It  proved  to  be  a  most  serious  injury, 
crushing  the  hand  and  bones  and  lacerating  the  arteries,  so  that  he 
lost  seriously  in  blood  and  had  a  very  jagged  wound.  Four  other 
rifle  bullets  penetrated  the  house,  coming  through  the  window  prac- 
tically at  the  same  time  with  this  one  which  wounded  Mr.  Brun. 
Almost  immediately  following  the  wound  two  of  the  inmates  went  to 
the  door  to  call  a  physician  and  found  standing  very  near  ths  residence 
about  twenty  soldiers,  certain  minor  officers,  and  General  Montiel  in 
charge.  At  substantially  the  same  moment  of  the  firing  into  the 
house  as  a.oresaid  the  doors  of  the  principal  shop  and  the  office  of  the 
bookkeeper  and  the  telegraph  office  belonging  to  this  company  were 
broken  down  by  the  Government  soldiers  by  the  order  of  General 
Montiel. 

There  were  summoned  as  soon  as  possible  to  the  aid  of  Mr.  Brun 
competent  physicians  and  surgeons  who  gave  him  thereafter  so  long 
as  he  survived  skillail  care  and  attention.  However,  despite  the  best 
of  care,  gangrene  supervened  and  Mr.  Brun  died  from  the  effects  of  the 
wound  on  May  12,  four  days  a"ter  the  wounding. 

May  14,  two  days  a^ter  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun,  the  gentleman  then 
in  charge  of  the  French  company's  Venezuelan  railroad  made  applica- 
tion in  writing  to  the  citizen  judge  of  that  district,  praying  that 
judicial  proceedings  he  had  to  ascertain  the  facts  connected  with  the 
injury  and  death  of  Mr.  Brun  and  the  damage  to  the  railroad  property 
occurring  at  the  same  time*  There  was  no  reply  to  his  request,  but 
General  Montiel  evidenced  a  violent  hostility  to  this  request.  Follow- 
ing this  application  there  came  letters  from  the  charg6  d'affaires  of 
France  at  Caracas  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Venezuela,  the 
first  being  written  on  June  4  and  the  second  on  Jime  12,  asking  the 
minister  to  request  the  local  authorities  of  the  State  of  ZuUa  to  take 
the  proper  judicial  steps  to  ascertain  the  exact  tnith  of  the  events  of 
May  8,  resulting  in  the  fatal  wounding  of  Mr.  Brun  and  the  damage  to 
the  railroad  property*  The  first  communication  was  not  answered, 
but  to  the  second  letter  a  reply  was  made,  courteous  and  sympathetic, 
but  claiming  that  the  injury  arose  under  such  circumstances  as  to  free 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  of  all  Uability  for  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun 
and  the  damages  to  the  railroad  property  and  declining  to  accede  to  the 
request  o:  the  charg6  d'affaires  that  the  facts  be  ascertained  by  proper 
judicial  inquiry. 
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It  appears  that  in  conversation  the  military  authorities  of  Zulia 
explained  the  attack  o v  the  Government  troops  upon  the  property  of 
the  French  company,  on  the  groimd  that  the  company  had  revolutionists 
concealed  in  its  ofBce.  This  allegation  is  wholly  denied  by  the  reprer 
sentatives  of  the  company. 

Mr.  Jules  Brun  was  38  years  old  at  the  time  of  his  death,  was 
unmarried,  was  a  French  citizen,  and  was  superintendent  of  a  railroad 
at  a  salary  of  25,000  francs  a  year,  and  he  left  surviving  him  as  next 
of  kin  his  mother,  a  widow  and  a  resident  citizen  of  France,  who  still 
survives.  It  is  in  her  interest  that  this  claim  is  presented  by  the 
French  Government. 

It  is  not  claimed  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  nor 
has  it  been  claimed  in  any  of  the  correspondence  between  the  com- 
pany and  the  Government  of  Venezuela  that  either  the  French  com- 
pany or  Mr.  Brun  had  failed  to  observe  proper  neutrality;  and  no 
claim  is  made  by  the  Venezuelan  Government  that  anything  done  on 
May  8th  by  the  military  authorities  was  because  of  any  aid  given  to 
the  insurgent  forces  by  the  company  or  by  anyone  directly  or  indirectly 
in  its  behalf,  so  that  the  umpire  takes  no  account  of  the  claim  oi  the 
military  authorities  of  Zulia,  stated  above. 

There  are  certain  other  matters  of  fact  which  will  be  especially 
adverted  to  in  the  progress  of  the  opinion. 

Reference  may  be  had  to  the  very  able  opinions  of  the  honorable 
commissioners  to  learn  their  respective  positions  upon  the  facts  as 
developed;  and  the  lunpire  takes  this  opportmiity  to  express  his 
appreciation  of  their  great  value  to  him  in  considering  and  determining 
this  claim  and,  as  well,  his  obligation  to  the  honorable  commissioners 
for  their  valued  answers  to  the  interrogtories  submitted  by  him  to 
them. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  contends  that  the  occiu*- 
rence  was  of  such  a  nature,  its  circumstances  so  precise,  so  evident,  that 
all  investigation  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun  concerning  the  manner  of 
his  death  became  unnecessary.  That  this  evidence  disclosed  indis- 
putably that  the  wound  was  an  accident  due  to  a  casualty  and  at  the 
time  an  armed  conflict  was  taking  place  near  his  residence.  In  fact, 
that  it  was  an  ordinary  hazard  of  war. 

Out  of  the  same  facts  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  finds 
that  there  are  shown  to  have  been  no  insurgents  in  the  street  near  the 
house,  the  presence  of  whom  would  explain  the  shots  fired,  and  that 
the  troops  who  did  the  firing  were  at  the  time  under  command  of  a 
general  of  the  national  army,  and  that  the  bullets  which  stnick  the 
house  and  the  bullet  which  wounded  to  his  death  Mr.  Brun  were  the 
result  of  an  xmprovoked,  unnecessary,  and  murderous  attack  on  a 
well-known  neutral  who  personally  was  held  in  high  regard  by  the 
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citizens  and  ofRcials.  He  considers  the  damage  to  the  buildings  of  the 
company  at  the  same  time  to  be  corroborative  of  this  view. 

The  umpire  does  not  see  in  the  injury  of  Mr.  Brun  and  of  the  prop- 
erty of  the  French  company  any  certain  indication  of  a  deUberately 
hostile  act  to  him  or  to  the  property.  Indeed,  the  sorrow  of  the  presi- 
dent of  the  State,  of  the  chief  of  the  national  forces,  and  of  the  inhabi- 
tants generally  was  so  marked  and  so  sincere  that  to  find  such  a  fact 
as  is  alleged  by  the  honorable  commissioner  of  France  would  require 
very  strong  and  positive  proof — proof  to  a  degree  of  which  this  case  is 
wholly  destitute. 

The  umpire  is  convinced,  however,  that  there  were  no  insurgent 
forces  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  house  of  Mr.  Brun  at  the  time 
'  of  his  being  wounded.  The  umpire  arrives  at  this  conclusion  by  an 
analysis  of  all  the  facts  which  have  come  to  his  knowledge  in  this  case. 
(a)  When  the  firing  had  ceased,  Mr.  Peysselon  ran  from  the  house  to 
call  a  doctor  and  Mr.  Crinidre  followed  to  get  water.  Mr.  Crini6re  saw 
some  of  the  national  troops  near  the  entrance  to  the  house',  but  he 
mentions  no  insurgents,  (b)  Mr.  Peysselon  said  that  their  egress 
from  the  house  was  imviediately  after  Mr.  Brun  was  wounded  and  that 
he  found  himself  *^face  to  fa<^e  with  about  twenty  armed  men  of  the 
Government  *  *  *^  General  Montiel  in  command."  As  the 
doctor  did  not  come,  he  went  out  a  second  time  and  saw  General  Mon- 
tiel and  two  of  his  Ueutenants,  whom  he  names.  But  neither  then  nor 
before  does  he  make  mention  of  the  insurgent  forces,  nor  does  he  men> 
tion  seeing  any  insurgent  forces  while  going  after  the  doctor  or  return- 
ing therefrom  on  either  occasion,  (c)  The  umpire  fails  to  find  any 
statement  by  anyone  in  any  part  of  the  papers  of  the  claim  suggesting 
the  immediate  presence  of  the  insurgents  at  these  premises  at  any 
time  before,  during,  or  after  the  battle,  (d)  It  is  accepted  apparently 
by  all  parties,  individual  and  governmental,  that  the  shots  in  question 
were  fired  by  Government  troops.  If  there  had  been  also  present  and 
engaged  in  an  armed  conflict  insurgent  troops  and  there  had  been  at 
this  point  at  the  time  in  question  a  battle  or  even  a  skirmish  in  pro- 
gress in  which  both  were  participating,  there  would  have  been  always 
a  serious  question  whether  these  shots  were  in  fact  from  national  or 
insurgent  guns,  (e)  The  fact  that  immediately  following  the  injury 
there  wexe  twenty  armed  soldiers  and  a  general  in  command  at  repose, 
apparently,  near  this  building;  that  the  general  and  his  lieutenants,  at 
least,  remained  there  until  such  delay  had  occurred  that  a  second 
attempt  was  made  to  call  the  doctor,  are  attitudes  and  facts  which 
remove  the  probability  that  the  shots  which  hit  the  house  and 
wounded  Mr.  Brun  were  fired  in  the  midst  of  battle  against  a  contend- 
ing or  even  a  fleeing  force,  (f )  When  Peysselon  or  Crinifere  went  out 
from  -the  house  there  was  no  insurgent  force  in  retreat,  there  was  no 
national  force  pursuing,     (g)  There  is  an  entire  absence  of  all  indicia 
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common  to  such  an  occasion,  if  there  had  been  at  this  point  a  battle  or 
even  a  skirmish.  The  umpire  is  satisfied,  therefore,  to  a  moral  cer- 
tainty that  no  battle  took  place  around  or  near  this  house  at  the  time 
in  question,  and  that  the  firing  which  did  occur  and  from  which  the  fatal 
wound  resulted  was  unnecessary,  and  was  in  the  presence  of  a  high 
officer  in  command  of  the  military  forces.  From  all  of  the  facts  in  the 
case  the  umpire  finds  that  the  bullet  wound  thus  inflicted  was  the 
proximate  cause  of  the  death  of  Jules  Brun,  that  the  injury  came 
under  circumstances  engaging  the  responsibility  of  the  respondent 
Government,  and  that  it  must  be  held  in  damages  for  such  sum  as  in 
equity  should  be  assessed  therefor. 

The  umpire  might  hesitate  to  adopt  these  findings  if  it  were  not 
true,  and  had  not  been  always  true,  that  the  respondent  Government 
could  ascertain  and  produce  before  this  mixed  commission  the  exact 
facts  regarding  the  positions  and  movements  of  its  own  soldiers,  and 
the  position  and  movements  of  the  insurgent  forces  at  the  time  in 
question.  Especial  force  attaches  to  this  when  it  is  known  that  the 
respondent  Government  was  asked  and  urged  by  the  representatives 
of  the  French  company  and  by  the  representatives  of  the  claimant 
Government  to  permit  the  use  of  its  judicial  processes  and  functions, 
in  order  that  the  truth  might  be  established,  but  the  privilege  was 
denied  them. 

Hence  against  the  very  proper  presumption  that  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  will  alway^s  do  its  duty  by  its  own  nationals  and  by  its 
neutral  friends  resident  within  its  domain  may  very  properly  be  placed 
the  presumption  which  arises  when  one  is  in  possession  of  important 
truths  essential  to  a  judicial  inquiry  and  elects  not  to  produce  them. 

It  must  be  remembered  also  that  the  village  of  Santa  B&rbara  was 
not  in  revolt.  It  was  a  loyal  commimity  temporarily  under  the  con- 
trol of  an  enemy — the  insurgent  forces.  Within  this  loyal  community 
were  the  shops  and  offices  of  a  neutral  company  and  the  residence  of 
the  syperintendent,  also  a  neutral,  whose  conduct  in  Venezuela  had 
been  such  as  to  gain  and  hold  universal  esteem.  This  property  was 
then  distinguished  by  a  display  of  its  national  colors.  Both  the  com- 
mimity and  the  company  were  the  friends,  not  the  enemies,  of  the  Gov- 
ernment and  were  both  entitled  to  receive  from  the  Government  the 
utmost  care  and  protection  not  inconsistent  with  the  retaking  of  the 
town  from  the  hands  of  the  revolutionary  forces  and  were  subject  6nly 
to  the  inevitable  contingencies  attending  such  an  undertaking. 

The  umpire  considers  that  in  fixing  responsibility  upon  the  respond- 
ent Government  he  walks  in  the  path  of  conscience,  prompted  by  the 
spirit  of  justice  and  sustained  by  principle,  by  publicists,  and  by 
precedent.  He  invites  the  courteous  attention  of  the  honorable  com- 
missioners to  the  authorities  and  precedents  which  follow. 
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In  the  case  of  Terry  and  Angus  between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  Mexico,  Moore's  Arb.,  2995,  the  commissioners  found  that — 

So  far  as  the  evidence  discloses  he  had  done  nothing  which  could  be  construed  into  a 
violation  of  the  neutrality  which  his  position  required.  The  destruction  of  the  property 
was  neither  incidental  nor  a  consequence  of  the  military  operations  which  the  Mexican  forces 
adopted  to  recover  the  possession  of  the  city.  That  part  of  the  city  in  which  the  property 
was  located  was  whoUy  in  the  possession  of  the  Mexican  troops,  and  it  does  not  appear  that 
its  destruction  could  in  any  manner  facilitate  their  efforts  to  dispossess  Colonel  Childs  of  the 
part  which  was  occupied  by  him. 

y  This  property  was  in  Puebla  in  Mexico,  which  city  had  been  taken 
possession  of  by  the  United  States  Army;  and  that  portion  of  the 
United  States  Army  left  in  command  had  been  forced  by  the  Mexican 
army,  seeking  to  repossess  itself  of  the  city,  into  a  remote  part  of  the 
city  from  the  property  in  question,  and  the  property  in  question  was 
wholly  within  the  zone  of  the  occupancy  of  the  Mexican  authorities. 
In  view  of  these  facts  the  commissioners  also  held- that — 

The  destruction  of  the  property  of  the  claimants,  under  these  circumstances,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  board,  constituted  a  valid  claim  for  indenmity  against  the  Mexican  Republic.  Moore's 
Arb.,  2995.    . 

See  the  case  of  Jaennaud  v.  United  States,  Moore's  Arb.,  3000,  where 
it  was  held  that  the  damage  was  not  done  '*  in  battle  or  as  a  necessary 
and  lawful  military  act."  The  cotton  gin  in  which  the  cotton  was 
stored  which  was  burned  "  had  not  furnished  a  shelter  from  which  the 
Confederates  had  fired  or  might  thereafter  fire  upon  the  United 
States  forces." 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  burning  was  a  wanton  act  of  the  soldiers  in  the  excitement  of 
the  moment,  as  they  were  marrjiing  back  to  their  camp  from  a  successful  battle  with  the  Con- 
federates. It  was  without  any  justifiable  excuse,  in  violation  of  order  and  discipline,  and 
oonunitted  when  marching  back  to  camp  under  the  command  and  in  the  presence  of  their 
officers,  who  by  the  usual  and  ordinary  enforcement  of  military  discipline  might  and  could 
and  should  ha ve^ prevented  it,  but  who  do  not  appear  to  have  used  any  means  whatever  to 
prevent  it. 

In  such  a  case  we  think  that  an  allowance  should  be  made.    Moore's  Int.  Arb.,  3000-1. 

In  the  case  of  Alfred  Jeannotat  v.  Mexico  under  the  convention  of 
July  4,  1868,  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  umpire,  it  was  held  by  him  that 
since — 

the  mischief  is  unnecessaiy  and  wanton,  the  responsibility  must  be  accepted.  ♦  *  *  It 
does  not  appear  that  without  the  arrival  of  the  military  force  which  ought  to  have  protected 
the  peace<ibh  inhabitants  of  the  town,  there  would  have  been  any  incUnatiou  to  commit  such 
acts  of  violence.  The  umpire  is  therefore  of  opinion  that  compensation  is  due  to  the 
clamiftnt  from  the  Mexican  Government.    Moore 's  Int.  Arb. ,  3673. 

See  also  the  case  of  Edward  C.  Du  Bois  against  the  Government  of 
Chile,  Moore's  Arb.,  3712-14. 

See  Turner's  case,  Moore's  Arb.,  3684-5. 

See  HoUenbeck's  case,  Moore's  Arb.,  3716-17, 
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In  the  case  of  George  Pen  Johnston  v.  Mexico,  Moore's  Arb.,  3673, 
Sir  Edward  Thornton,  umpire,  held : 

With  regard  to  the  damage  allied  to  have  been  done  to  the  crops  of  cotton,  barley,  and 
oats  by  General  Corona's  forces  in  the  spring  of  1S66,  the  umpire  is  of  opinion  that  some 
damage  was  done,  but  not  to  the  extent  of  the  claim  made,  *  *  t-  that  as  the  defend- 
ants have  not  proved  that  the  requirements  of  war  rendered  that  damage  necessary,  it  must 
therefore  bo  considered  to  have  been  unnecessary;  and  that  therefore. the  claimants  are,  on 
account  of  that  damage,  entitled  to  compensation. 

Distinctions,  however,  should  always  be  made  in  regard  to  the  character  of  the  people  in 
the  district  of  country  which  is  militarily  occupied  or  passed  over.  The  people  of  fhe  coun- 
try in  which  you  are  likely  to  operate  may  be  divided  into  three  classes:  First,  the  truly 
loyal,  who  neither  aid  nor  assist  the  rebels  except  on  compulsion,  but  who  favor  or  assist  the 
Union  forces.  Where  it  can  possibly  be  avoided  this  class  of  persons  should  not  be  sub- 
jected to  military  requisitions  but  should  receive  the  protection  of  our  arms. 

The  preceding  paragraph  is  taken  from  instructions  by  the  com- 
mander in  chief  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States  (Gen.  Henry  W. 
Halleck)  to  the  commanding  officer  in  Tennessee  under  date  of  March 
5,  1863.     Halleck's  Int  Law,  vol.  2,  page  56. 

The  military  commander  of  the  legitimate  government,  in  a  war  of  rebellion,  distinguishes 
between  the  loyal  citizen  in  the  revolted  portion  of  the  country  and  the  disloyal  citizen. 

Common  justice  and  plain  expediency  require  that  the  military  commander  protect  the 
manifestly  loyal  citizens,  in  revolted  territories,  against  the  hardships  of  the  war  as  much 
as  the  common  misfortune  of  all  war  admits. 

Instructions  for  the  government  of  armies  of  the  United  States  in 
the  field,  April  24,  1863.     Halleck's  Int.  Law,  55. 

Military  necessity,  as  understood  by  modem  civilized  nations,  consists  in  the  necessity  of 
those  measures  which  are  indispensable  for  securing  the  ends  of  the  war,  and  which  are  lawful 
according  to  the  modem  law  and  usages  of  war. 

Military  necessity  admits  of  all  direct  destruction  of  life  or  limb  of  armed  enemies,  and  of 
other  persons  whose  destruction  is  incidentally  unavoicUible  in  the  armed  contests  of  the  war. 
lb.,  41,  par.  14-15. 

Even  in  bombardments  it  is  now  deemed  necessary  to  avoid  as  far 
as  possible  injuries  to  churches,  museums,  and  hospitals,  and  not  to 
direct  the  artillery  upon  the  quarter  inhabited  by  civilians,  unless  it  is 
impossible  to  avoid  them  while  firing  at  the  fortifications  and  military 
buildings. 

But  had  the  guns  of  the  besiegers  been  deliberately  turned  upon  the  dwelling  houses  of  the 
bombarded  town,  or  had  an  open  or  undefended  villlage  been  fired  into,  the  persons  respon- 
sible for  such  proceedings  would  have  been  justly  accused  of  barbarity,  forbidden  by  modem 
usage.    Lawrence,  p.  344. 

In  further  support  of  the  finding  of  the  umpire  herein  he  cites 
Ralston,  umpire  in  the  Biajo  Cesarino  case,  Venezuelan  Arb.  of  1903, 
771 .     He  also  cites  the  De  Lemos  case,  ib.,  303. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  contends  that  this  case 
lacks  the  essential  prerequisite  of  a  claimant,  who,  being 'a  French 
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citizen,  by  his  individual  action  brings  his  claim  before  the  commission, 
demanding  a  stated  indemnification ;  and  the  honorable  commissioner 
supports  liis  contention  by  quoting  from  the  learned  opinion  of  Com- 
missioner Little  in  the  claims  of  Narcissa  de  Hammer  and  Amelia  de 
Brissot  before  the  United  States  and  Venezuelan  Commission,  found  in 
Moore's  Int.  Arb.,  2459-2460. 

In  the  case  cited  the  two  claimants  were  widows,  respectively,  of 
Captain  Hammer  and  Mr.  Brissot,  deceased,  and  upon  the  manner  of 
whose  killing  the  claims  arose.  The  widow  de  Hammer  and  the  widow 
de  Brissot  were  each  Venezuelan  bom  and  of  Venezuelan  nationality 
until  married,  when  by  the  laws  of  both  coimtries  they  became 
American  citizens  and  remained  such  until  the  death  of  their  respective 
husbands,  when  they  reverted  to  their  original  Venezuelan  nationality 
and  were  Venezuelans  when  they  appeared  before  the  American- 
Venezuelan  commission  ckiming  compensation  of  Venezuela  for  the 
killing  of  their  respective  husbands.  It  was  imder  these  conditions 
that  Commissioner  Little  gave  his  opinion  as  to  the  scope  of  the  pro- 
tocol constituting  that  commission,  and,  as  the  umpire  understands  it, 
these  two  cUimants,  widows  cs  aforesaid  and  Venezuelans,  were 
denied  place  before  that  commission,  because  they  were  Venezuelans 
and  not  Americans. 

The  difference  between  the  case  cited  and  the  case  before  the  umpire 
is  easily  seen.  The  case  for  this  claim  exists  in  the  claim  of  Jules 
Brun,  which  occurred  before  May  23,  1899,  and  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  and  always  since,  the  claimant,  Mme.  Brun,  mother  of  the 
deceased,  lias  been  a  French  citizen,  resident  of  France  and  entitled 
to  invoke  the  aid  of  France,  and  under  the  protocol  oiF  February  17, 
1902,  to  appear  before  the  tribunal  there  constituted  to  present  her 
claim.  That  she  has  now  actually  done  this,  although  in  an  informal 
way,  can  not  be  fairly  questioned.  She  will  be  estopped  from  any 
future  right  or  claim  against  the  respondent  Government  on  account 
of  the  death  of  her  son  as  fully  and  as  completely  as  though  she  had 
appeared  earlier  in  the  case,  and  the  respondent  Government  will  be 
protected  and  the  claimant  Government  barred  as  effectually  in 
every  particular  as  though  matters  had  proceeded  more  precisely  and 
more  formally. 

In  a  case  like  the  present,  where  the  judgment  of  the  umpire  is  the 
sole  arbiter  of  amounts,  the  facts  upon  which  his  judgment  is  to  be 
predicated  are  essential,  but  the  stated  indemnification  of  the  claim- 
ant is  not  especially  important.  It  is  a  matter  of  regret  that  the 
umpire  kiiows  so  little  concerning  important  matters  which  would 
have  greatly  aided  him  in  arriving  at  the  sum  to  be  assessed  as  dam- 
ages, and  he  may  easily  err  because  of  such  ignorance. 

He  is  of  the  opinion  that  he  has  jurisdiction  of  the  parties  and  of  the 
subject-matter  and  must  make  a  decision  upon  the  merits. 
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There  remains  to  be  determined  the  sum  to  be  assessed  against  the 
respondent  Government  because  of  this  unfortunate  incident,  and 
here  occurs  a  wide  divergence  of  views  between  the  honorable  com- 
missioners. In  the  opinion  of  the  umpire  it  is  such  an  amount  as  will 
meet  the  pecuniary  loss  which  the  widowed  mother  has  sustained 
through  the  death  of  her  son.  This  is  not  the  sum  which  put  at 
interest  would  earn  an  amount  equal  to  his  annual  wage.  It  is  only 
her  fair  expectancy  in  his  wage  and  from  his  accumulations,  which,  had 
he  lived,  would  reach  her  from  year  to  year.  In  the  absence  of  all 
proof  tha4>.  he  had  accumulated  aught,  or  that  he  had  contributed 
anythiDg(4»  her  comfort  and  support,  there  is  for  the  umpire  no  rule 
of  action  but  to  assume  the  ordinary  conditions  as  to  accumulations 
and  the  ordinary  willingness  of  a  dutiful  son  to  contribute  generously 
to  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  his  widowed  mother  in  her  declining 
years,  where  as  in  this  case  the  deceased  had  no  dependent  family. 
Her  age  is  not  stated,  but  to  be  the  mother  of  one  bom  forty-five 
years  since,  she  is  a  woman  near  ''  threescore  years  and  ten"  and  her 
expectation  of  life  is  relatively  short. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  insists  with  much  learning 
and  ability  that  the  sum  which  would  otherwise  be  assessed  by  the 
umpire  in  this  case  must  be  augmented  by  the  difference  which  now 
exists  in  the  market  value  in  gold  of  the  Venezuelan  diplomatic  debt 
of  3  per  cent  which  is  the  method  of  payment  provided  in  the  protocol. 
This  proposition  is  seriously  opposed  and  with  marked  ability  by  the 
honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela.  If  the  umpire  were  to  take 
the  advice  of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  in  assessing  this 
sum  he  must  hold  to  the  same  rule  where  the  amounts  due  are  capa- 
ble of  exact  ascertainment  and  in  his  award  augment  these  fixed  sums 
by  the  same  ratio  of  increase.  If  he  did  not  do  this,  he  might  cause 
serious  inequity,  by  inequality,  between  the  individual  claimants  now 
before  him;  and  if  he  did  do  this,  he  would  preserve  equity  by  equality, 
among  the  claimants  directly  before  him,  but  he  would  work  injustice 
and  inequity,  by  inequality,  to  every  other  holder  of  this  diplomatic 
debt.  He  would  reduce  still  lower  the  market  value  of  such  diplo- 
matic debt  to  the  manifest  loss  of  all,  and  it  would  not  be  impossible 
to  deprive  the  diplomatic  debt  of  all  value  if  each  lowering  rate  per 
cent  in  this  diplomatic  debt  of  3  per  cent  was  followed  by  a  propor- 
tionately increased  assessment.  Aside  from  the  apparent  unwisdom 
and  inequity  of  such  a  holding,  the  umpire  is  satisfied  that  he  is  not 
competent  under  the  protocol  to  do  other  than  to  ascertain  as  nearly 
as  he  can  the  actual  sum  due  from  the  respondent  Government  in 
each  particular  case  and  to  award  that  particular  sum.  Under  the 
protocol  it  is  not  for  him  to  determine  the  means  or  the  methods  ( f 
payment;  this  is  wholly  with  the  treaty-making  power  of  the  two 
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QovemmentSy  and  it  has  been  settled  by  the  protocol  in  accordance 
with  their  high  judgment. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  sum  to  be  assessed  and  awarded  in 
this  case  and  in  all  others  before  this  umpire  must  be  based  on  the 
damages  actually  sustained,  and  must  be  stated  without  reference  to 
the  way  or  market  value  of  the  means  of  provided  payment. 

In  his  best  judgment  the  sum  due  from  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment to  the  claimant  Government  for  the  benefit  of  Madame  Brun  is 
100,000  francs,  and  the  award  will  be  prepared  and  signed  for  that 
sum. 

NoBTHFiBLD,  July  Sly  1905, 
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HEAD  NOTES. 

The  burden  is  upon  the  company  to  establish  clearly  and  definitely  that  the  respondent 
Government  proceeded  in  an  unlawful  manner  concerning  the  boat  of  said  company 
after  it  arrived  in  the  port  of  GUiria. 

The  initial  wrong  was  all  with  the  claimant  company  (a)  in  the  engagement  of  an  incompe- 
tent captain,  with  knowledge  of  his  incompetency,  (b)  in  the  taking  away  of  the  ship's 
papers  by  a  partner  of  the  company,  (c)  in  permitting  the  ship  thus  stripped  of  its  papers 
to  go  out  on  the  open  sea,  (d)  in  entering  the  harbor  of  Guiria  under  these  circumstances. 

The  arrival  of  this  ship  in  port  under  the  circumstances  attending  it  justified  suspicion  and 
examination  of  the  real  status  of  the  schooner  by  the  revenue  officers  of  the  port. 

The  schooner  was  not  in  the  port  of  Guiria  through  any  imperious  necessity,  but  voluntarily. 
Such  compulsion  as  existed  was  through  the  act  or  neglect  of  a  member  of  the  company ; 
and  its  unjustifiable  departure  from  the  Port  of  Spain,  its  journey  across  the  sea,  and 
its  entrance  to  the  harbor  of  GQiria  were  whoUy  attributable  to  the  company  and  its 
agents. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  intervention  on  the  part  of  France,  there  must  be  a  legal  wrong 
on  the  part  of  Venezuela. 

If  Venezuela  conforms  with  its  own  laws  in  its  own  ports,  and  if  these  laws  are  such  as  are  the 
product  of  civilization,  then  there  is  no  error,  hence  no  responsibility  on  the  part  of 
Venezuela  and  no  right  of  intervention  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  Government. 

It  appears  that  Venezuela  acted  in  this  respect  through  its  regular  officers  and,  until  the  con- 
trary is  clearly  shown,  the  acts  of  these  officers  must  be  assumed  to  be  regular  and  proper. 

Such  a  presumption  of  regularity  and  propriety  is  a  proper  protection  of  the  public  and  its 
interests. 

Venezuela  is  also  entitled  to  that  presumption  of  good  faith  in  favor  of  its  public  officers 
which  ordinarily  attends  the  acts  of  public  officials. 

So  far  as  appears,  the  court  in  proceeding  to  condemn  the  schooner  to  pay  a  fine  was  acting 
within  its  jurisdiction  and  within  its  right,  and  until  the  contrary  appears  its  acts  will  be 
presumed  to  be  regular  and  its  judgment  righteous. 

The  laws  of  Venezuela  in  regard  to  such  matters  as  are  before  the  umpire  in  this  case  appear 
to  be  in  harmony  with  the  laws  of  other  civilized  countries. 

That  the  Government  at  Caracas  permitted  the  boat  to  be  returned  to  its  owners  without 
exacting  payment  of  the  fine  is  hot  an  admission  on  its  part  that  its  acts  in  reference  to 
the  schooner  had  been  irregular  and  unlawful. 

The  question  presented  here  is  one  of  detention  only,  and  the  detention  involves  only  the 
question  of  its  reasonableness  in  point  of  time.  Sufficient  time  to  know  all  the  facts, 
to  assemble  them  before  the  court,  and  for  the  court  to  act  upon  them  was  a  necessary 
adjunct  of  the  situation. 

O  EXTRACT  FROM  THE  MINUTES  OP  THE   SITTING   OF  MAT    12,  1903. 

An  examination  of  the  claim  of  the  Orinoco  Asphalt  Company,  amounting  to  176,080.10 
bolivars,  was  next  t-aken  up.  Doctor  Patll  rejected  it  absolutely  as  without  foundation. 
M.  de  Peretti,  considering  the  schooner  belonging  to  the  company  had  been  illegally  detained 
at  GOiria  for  thirty-four  days,  asks  therefor  an  indemnity  of  5,000  bolivars. 

Doctor  Padl  does  not  recognize  the  illegality  of  the  measure  in  question.  The  arbitrators 
not  having  been  able  to  come  to  an  agreement,  this  claim  will  be  like^:ise  submitted  to  the 
umpiro. 
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OPINIOK  OF  THE  VENEZTJEI^AN  COMMISSIONBB. 

This  claim;  presented  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France  by- 
Mr.  A.  Sanary,  who  styles  himself  Uquidator  of  the  "  Sociedad  Betimes 
del  Orinoco,"  is  destitute  of  all  documents  proving  the  juridic  person- 
ality of  such  company  or  the  capacity  of  him  who  calls  himself  its 
liquidator  as  its  trustee.  What  has  been  produced  is  a  contract 
entered  into  in  Paris,  on  the  2d  of  December,  1898,  by  which  Messrs. 
Ernesto  Nicolis  Frierdich  and  T&cito  Delort,  on  the  one  part,  and 
Messrs.  Courtant  Bergerault  and  A.  Cremer,  on  the  other,  agree  upon 
constituting  a  commercial  partnership  on  the  part  of  Frierdich  and 
Delort,  and  a  silent  partnerdiip  on  the  part  of  Bergerault  and  Cremer, 
the  firm-name  of  which  was  to  be  "E.  Frierdich  &  Co."  Messrs. 
Frierdich  and  Delort  only  were  authorized  to  manage  and  sign  for  the 
company.  Besides,  the  fact  on  which  the  claim  is  based  is  only  the 
detention  sustained  by  the  schooner  Love  and  Lulu  in  the  harbor  of 
Giiiria  during  thirty-seven  days  on  account  of  a  confiscation  suit 
entered  against  her  before  the  finance  court  for  having  arrived  at  that 
port  without  a  matricula  or  register  and  other  papers  concerning  her 
correct  clearing,  and  in  which  suit  she  was  condemned  to  pay  a  fine, 
she  being  released  afterwards  at  the  instance  of  the  consul  of  Holland 
in  Port  of  Spain,  who  claimed  the  preferential  payment  of  debts  con- 
tracted in  said  island,  for  which  she  was  sold  to  the  highest  bidder 
there. 

As  is  seen  from  the  simple  statement  of  these  events,  there  exists  no 
groimd  to  demand  an  indemnity  for  the  consequences  of  a  suit  brought 
in  conformity  with  the  laws  on  the  matter,  it  being  observed  that  it 
was  Delort  himself  who  denounced  to  the  authorities  at  Guiria  the 
want  of  papers  of  the  schooner,  alleging  that  they  had  been  violently 
taken  from  the  captain  by  his  (Delort's)  associate,  Frierdich,  when 
the  vessel  was  leaving  the  island  of  Trinidad. 

For  the  reasons  expressed  the  arbitrator  disallows  the  claim  pre- 
sented. 

Caracas,  May  12,  190S, 

OPINION  OF  THE  FBENCH  COMMISSIONEB. 

The  liquidator  of  the  French  Society  Frierdich  &  Co.<  known  also 
by  the  name  of  the  Orinoco  Asphalt  Society,  claims  of  the  Venezue- 
lan Government  an  indenmity  of  176,030.10  bolivars,  because  the 
latter  having  retained  illegally  in  the  port  of  Guiria  the  schooner  of 
this  society  for  thirty-nine  days  should  be  responsible  for  the  complete 
ruin  of  the  concern.  The  information  which  I  have  gathered  at 
Trinidad  and  in  Venezuela  about  this  company  has  convinced  me 
that  the  condition  in  which  it  operated  did  not  bring  about  such  a 
serious  result.     At  the  moment  when  the  accident  happened  which 
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incited  the  claim  it  was  already  in  insolvency.  We  can  not  argue, 
then,  that  the  intervention  of  the  Venezuelan  administration,  stop- 
ping the  affairs  of  the  company,  obUged  it  to  abandon  its  operation. 
If  the  Love  and  Lulu  had  not  been  detained  at  Giiiria  and 
could  have  been  able  freely  to  pursue  her  voyage,  the  fate  of  the 
enterprise  would  not  have  been  changed.  However,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  administration  of  the  custom-house  of  Giiiria  committed 
an  abuse  of  power  in  retaining  for  more  than  a  month,  without  reason, 
the  schooner  Love  and  Lulu,  and  I  consider  that  the  damage  caused  the 
owners  of  a  boat  of  its  towage  by  its  lying  idle  for  more  than  a  month 
should  be  compensated  by  the  granting  of  an  indemnity  of  6,000 
bohvars.  In  fact,  the  nominal  owner  of  the  schooner,  Mr.  Tacite 
Delort,  silent  partner  of  the  firm  Frierdich  &  Co.,  was  on  board  at  the 
arrival  of  the  boat  at  Giiiria,  and  he  himself  implored  the  aid  of  the 
authorities  of  the  port  against  the  insubordinate  crew.  The  absence 
of  navigation  papers  was  due  to  a  case  of  force  majeure  (superior  force) 
analogous  to  those  which  the  Venezuelan  law  anticipated;  the  papers 
in  question  were  besides  delivered  as  soon  as  possible;  and  finally,  the 
rigorous  measure,  the  forfeiture  and  sale  of  the  boat,  ordered  by  the 
tribunal  of  Giiiria,  were  carried  out  upon  the  order  coming  from 
Caracas.  I  have  not  taken  into  account  a  letter  which  Mr.  Frierdich 
addressed  to  me  the  28th  of  April,  1903,  to  request  me  to  withdraw 
the  claim  presented  under  the  firm-name  of  Frierdich  &  Co.,  because 
it  was  not  Mr.  Frierdich  who  presented  this  claim,  but  the  Hquidator 
of  the  company.  Mr.  Frierdich,  resident  in  Venezuela,  an  insolvent, 
it  appears,  was  on  bad  terms  with  his  former  partner,  to  whom  he  was 
indebted  for  quite  a  large  sum.  This  situation  and  also,  without 
doubt,  the  fear  of  displeasing  the  authorities  of  a  country  where  he 
has  definitely  established  his  residence,  and  where  he  has  married, 
explains  sufl&ciently  the  proceeding  of  Mr.  Frierdich.  In  these  con- 
ditions, this  proceeding  (the  sending  of  the  letter)  could  not  be  taken 
into  consideration.  The  indemnity  of  5,000 l)olivars,  which  I  beheve 
equitable,  would  be,  it  is  necessary  to  note,  diminished  by  more  than 
half  by  the  fact  of  payments  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt,  accepted 
by  the  French  Government,  to  the  end  of  permitting  the  Venezuelan 
Gk)vemment  to  pay  its  debts  more  easily. 
Paris,  August  26,  1904. 

ADDITIONAL  OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZTTELAN  COMMISSIONEB. 

As  stated  in  my  opinion  preceding  this  additional  opinion  the 
detention  of  the  schooner  Love  and  Lulu  by  the  authorities  of  the 
port  of  Giiiria  and  the  subsequent  legal  action  thereon  was  due,  as 
shown  by  the  documents  submitted,  to  the  fact  that  said  schooner 
arrived  in  the  above-mentioned  port  without  her  register  and  other 
8.  Doc  633,  5&-1 3 
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papers  which  the  laws  of  Venezuela  require  from  vessels  coming  into  a 
Venezuelan  port  from  foreign  ports.  Only  in  case  of  showing  proof 
that  the  arrival  of  said  schooner  at  the  port  under  said  conditions 
was  due  to  any  of  the  unforeseen  circumstances  specified  by  law, 
could  the  schooner  Love  and  Lulu  be  exempted  from  the  penalty 
imposed  by  article  48  of  the  "C6digo  de  Hacienda '*  (Code  of  Fiscal 
Laws)  of  Venezuela  then  in  force.  The  detention  of  the  schooner 
lasted  the  time  necessary  for  the  investigation  of  the  facts  and  the 
hearing  of  the  testimony  of  her  owner,  whose  defense  was  the  allega- 
tion that  the  papers  had  been  violently  snatched  from  him  in  Trini- 
dad by  his  partner,  Mr.  E.  Frierdich,  and  that  the  schooner  had 
sailed  by  order  of  the  master  and  crew  who  did  not  obey  his  (the  own- 
er's) determination  to  discontinue  the  trip. 

It  is  moreover  shoyna  by  the  same  documents  (see  note  of  the  con- 
sul for  the  Netherlands  in  Port  of  Spain,  dated  March  1,  1901,  to  the 
minister  of  the  Netherlands  in  London)  that  the  schooner  Love  and 
Lulu  returned  sometime  afterwards  to  Port  of  Spain,  where  she  was 
embargoed  and  sold  under  the  hammer  by  the  courts  of  the  island, 
for  the  payment  of  the  workingmen  and  other  creditors.  It  is  also 
shown  by  another  communication  bearing  the  signature  of  the  con- 
sular agent  for  the  Netherlands,  under  date  of  May  29,  1899,  to  F.  A. 
Thompson,  register,  that  on  that  date,  a  few  days  later  than  the  17th 
of  May  of  the  same  year,  when  the  schooner  was  released  by  the  courts 
of  Giiiria,  she  had  been  already  condemned  by  the  courts  of  Port  of 
Spain,  and  that  it  was  on  May  29,  1899,  that  the  public  sale  was  to 
take  place. 

The  register  was  not  the  only  document  lacking  the  schooner  when 
she  came  into  the  port  of  Guiria.  As  shown  by  the  note  of  the  consul 
for  the  Netherlands,  under  date  March  1,  1901,  already  quoted, 
Frierdich,  Delort's  partner,  also  took  in  Trinidad  from  the  master  of 
the  Love  and  Lulu  the  permit  or  clearance  issued  by  the  Venezuelan 
consul  enabling  the  schooner  to  go  into  Venezuelan  ports,  the  certifi- 
cate issued  by  the  same  official  showing  that  the  ship  had  complied 
with  all  the  requirements,  and  other  papers. 

Article  48  of  the  Fiscal  Code  (C6digo  de  Hacienda)  then  in  force  in 
Venezuela  provides  that  should  only  the  register  be  missing,  then 
such  measures  as  are  provided  by  law  shall  be  taken  on  board  of  the 
vessel,  *  *  *  and  the  fine  of  5,000  boUvars  shall  not  be  levied 
and  collected,  nor  shall  the  bond  be  demanded  wTien  the  moMer  can 
prove  that  the  lack  of  the  register  is  due  to  an  accident  which  he 
could  neither  prevent  nor  foresee,  such  as  shipwreck j  fire,  or  violence 
from  an  en^my  or  pirates.^ 

a  AsT.  48.  Cuando  el  buque  traigael  sobordo  y  sus  dem&s  papeles  despachados  en  forma 
por  el  Cdnsul  de  la  procedencia,  y  s6\o  le  falte  la  patente  de  navegacidn,  se  tomar&n  &  su 
bordo  las  precauciones  prevenidas  en  el  articulo  anterior,  y  adem&s  de  imponerse  al  Capi- 
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In  the  case  of  the  schooner  Love  and  Lulu,  which  came  under  the 
authorities  of  Guiria,  upon  whom  devolved  the  duty  of  strictly  com- 
plying with  the  law,  the  master  did  not  suffer  violence  from  enemies 
or  pirates,  but  it  was  Mr.  Frierdich  himself,  the  partner  of  the  plain- 
tiff, Tfix5ito  Delort,  who  took  the  schooner's  papers,  and  it  was  the 
master,  Luis  Rodriguez,  who  of  his  own  accord  resolved  to  sail  with- 
out the  indispensable  documents  which  he  left  behind  at  the  port 
whence  he   sailed. 

Article  194  of  the  same  code  provides  that  the  ship's  master  is 
guilty  of  an  offense  and  is  liable  to  a  fine  of  10,000  bolivars  and 
other  stated  penalties  whenever  he  does  not  produce  the  other  docu- 
ments, if  during  the  trial,  as  provided,  he  fails  to  show  that  the  absence 
of  such  documents  is  due  to  any  of  the  unforeseen  circumstances 
set  forth  in  section  2  of  article  48.^  It  was  not  shown,  nor  was  any 
endeavor  whatever  made  to  show  at  the  trial  of  the  schooner  Love 
and  Lulu  that  the  absence  of  the  other  papers  was  due  to  unforeseen 
circumstances  of  shipwreck,  fire,  or  under  duress  from  enemies  or 
pirates.  On  the  contrary,  the  proofs  then  adduced  show  the  party 
responsible  for  the  absence  of  the  ship's  papers  to  be  a  partner  of  Mr. 
Delort. 

The  Venezuelan  courts  by  virtue  of  their  rightful  and  well-estab- 
lished jurisdiction  and  in  conformity  with  the  laws  under  which  they 
are  established  were  authorized  and  under  obligation  to  bring  an 
action  against  the  schooner  Love  and  Lulu  to  hold  her  and  to  compel 
the  settlement  of  the  hability  incurred  by  her  master  for  gross  oflFenses 
(JaUxis  graves)  expressly  defined  and  punished  by  the  Venezuelan  laws. 

From  the  above  statement  of  the  facts  it  appears  that  it  was  through 
the  fault  of  the  claimant,  Mr.  Delort,  and  through  the  fault  of  the 
master  in  command  of  the  schooner  Love  and  LulUj  and  the  fault  of 
Mr.  Delort's  partner,  Mr.  E.  Frierdich,  that  the  schooner  in  question 
was  subjected  to  legal  proceedings  before  the  fiscal  court  (tribunal 

Un  la  multa  del  artfculo  194|  ntlmero  P,  se  le  exigiri  una  fianza  de  cinco  mil  bolivares,  si 
el  buqtie  fuere  de  vela,  6  de  diez  mil  si  fuere  de  vapor,  otorgada  por  ^I  y  por  dos  comerci- 
antes  abonados,  d  satisf accidn  del  Administrador,  la  cual  se  hard  efectiva  en  el  caso  de  que 
el  buque  saiga  del  puerto  sin  permiso  de  la  Aduana,  y  de  la  antoridad  politica  respectiva,  - 
sin  peijuicio  de  las  dem&s  penas  &  que  haya  lugar. 

No  se  impondrd  la  multa  ni  se  exijir&  la  fianza  cuando  compruebe  el  Capitin  que  la 
falta  de  la  patente  provino  de  un  acddente  que  no  pudo  prever  ni  evitar,  como  naufragio, 
incendio  6  violencia  perpetrada  por  enemigos  6  piratas.  En  este  caso  se  dar&  cuenta  al 
Ministerio  de  Hacienda  con  todos  los  pormenores. 

a  Art.  194.  El  Capit&n  de  un  buque  incurre  en  falta  y  paga  multa  en  los  casos 
siguientes: 

1**.  Cuando  no  presente  la  patente  de  navegacidn,  pagard  de  cuatro  mil  k  cinco  mil 
bollvares  en  el  caso  del  artlculo  48;  dobldndose  esta  multa  y  haci^ndose  cfectivas  las 
demds  penas  d  que  haya' lugar  por  la  no  presentacidn  de  los  otras  documentos,  en  el  caso 
del  aitfculo  47,  si  en  el  juicio  respectivo  no  comprueba  el  Capit/ln  quo  la  falta  proviene  de 
alaguno  de  los  accidentes  fortuitos  previstos  en  el  inciso  2*^  del  articulo  48. 
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de  hacienda)  of  the  port  of  Gtiiria,  and  to  be  held  and  condemned 
in  conformity  with  the  laws  in  the  premises.  It  is  to  his  own  acts  or 
negUgence,  to  say  the  least,  that  the  claimant  owes,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  the  grievances  or  injury  he  complains  of,  if  he  ever  did 
suflFer  any  grievance  or  injury. 

I  beg  to  submit,  together  with  this  opinion,  a  letter  duly  authenti- 
cated, which  was  sent  to  Caracas  to  me  in  my  capacity  of  com- 
missioner, by  Mr.  E.  Frierdich,  a  partner  of  the  plaintiff,  of  the 
firm  of  Frierdich  &  Co.,  in  liquidation,  which  letter  shows,  as  does 
also  the  letter  which  the  same  Mr.  Frierdich  sent  my  learned  col- 
league, that  he  has  authorized  no  one  to  enter  a  claim  against  the 
Venezuelan  Government  by  reason  of  the  seizure  of  the  schooner  Love 
and  Lulu,  and  that  he  does  not  consider  that  the  authorities  of  the 
port  of  Giliria  have  given  any  cause  in  the  present  case  to  enter  any 
claim  whatever. 

I  beg  to  differ  completely  from  the  learned  commissioner  of 
France's  opinion,  that  the  letter  in  question  must  not  be  taken  into 
consideration  by  reason  of  certain  personal  facts  connected  with  the 
writer  thereof,  such  as  his  being  insolvent  with  his  partners,  and  a  resi- 
dent of  Venezuela  married  in  the  same  country,  and  to  be  acting  under 
fear  of  offending  the  authorities  of  the  country  where  he  resides. 
The  contention  that  he  is  insolvent  with  his  partners  and  the  facts  of 
his  having  his  residence  in  Venezuela  and  having  married  a  Vene- 
zuelan are  not,  in  my  opinion,  of  sufficient  weight  to  destroy  the  testi- 
mony of  a  person  bound  no  less  than  by  the  ties  of  business  associa- 
tion to  the  claimant,  who  makes  use  of  the  name  of  the  firm  to  enter 
the  claim  in  question.  As  regards  the  charge  of  fear,  so  far  no  proofs 
have  been  offered  to  show  the  fact  that  Mr.  Frierdich  is  susceptible 
to  such  fear  nor  that  he  is  actually  laboring  under  it. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  I  come  to  a  close  supporting  my  opinion 
that  the  claim  of  the  partnership  Frierdich  &  Co.,  in  Uquidation, 
named  "Soci6t^  des  Bitumes  de  TOr^noque,''  has  no  grounds  what- 
ever and  that  under  the  circumstances  it  should  be  disallowed.  <And 
I  beg  the  honorable  umpire  to  grant  my  request. 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  1,  1905. 
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The  reading  of  the  additional  memoir  of  my  honorable  colleague  has 
not  changed  my  opinion  on  the  two  single  points  which  I  have  thought 
I  ought  to  mention  in  the  above  memoir  and  upon  which  I  am  not  in 
agreement  with  Doctor  Patil.  In  the  first  place,  it  seems  to  me 
evident  that  the  society  of  Frierdich  &  Co.  being  in  insolvency  it  per- 
tains to  the  liquidator,  Mr.  Sanar}%  whose  powers  to  represent  the 
aforesaid  society  are  contained  in  the  dossier. 
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Mr.  Frierdich,  insolvent  debtor  of  his  associates,  proves  by  his  pro- 
ceedings that,  not  content  with  not  paying  his  debts,  he  still  tries  to 
injure  his  creditors  by  preventing  them  from  getting  the  benefit  of  an 
eventual  indemnity.  I  am  not  called  upon  to  consider  this  manner 
of  action.  I  am  content  to  refuse  to  Mr.  Frierdich  the  right  which  he 
arrogates  to  himself  of  speaking  in  the  name  of  a  company  at  present 
in  insolvency  of  which  he  is  only  the  debtor.  Consequently  I  think 
the  arbitrators  have  to  take  no  account  of  his  letters. 

In  the  second  place,  I  consider  that  the  custom-house  of  Gtiiria  has 
caused,  by  retaining  for  thirty-nine  days  without  reason  the  schooner 
Love  and  Lulu,  an  injury  to  her  owners,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
condition  of  the  latter  at  that  moment,  a  situation  as  to  which  I  share, 
besides  the  opinion  of  my  colleague.  In  fact,  either  the  custom-house 
of  Guiria  proceeded  according  to  the  Venezuelan  law  in  retaining 
this  vessel  and  then  should  have  inflicted  the  penalty  provided  by 
law,  and  in  case  of  nonpayment  should  have  proceeded  to  sell  accord- 
ing to  law,  or  indeed  the  law  did  not  authorize  the  retention  of  this 
vessel  after  the  delivery  of  the  papers  on  board,  and  then  it  ought 
to  have  deUvered  her  immediately  to  Mr.  Delort.  But  it  stopped 
the  procedure  entered  upon,  which  seems  to  indicate  that  it  had  no 
longer  a  legal  right  to  prosecute,  but  it  continued  to  retain  the  boat, 
which  it  did  not  suflBciently  protect  against  depredations  and  which 
it  only  surrendered  thirty-nine  days  after  the  seizure. 

I  maintain,  then,  that  the  custom-house  of  Guiria  committed  an 
error;  that  this  error  entailed  an  injury  upon  the  partnership  of  Frier- 
dich &  Co.  in  depriving  it  for  more  than  a  month  of  the  use  of  this 
schooner,  and  that  this  injury  would  be  equitably  compensated  by  an 
indemnity  of  6,000  bolivars. 

NoRTHFiELD,  February  S,  1905. 
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The  claimant  company  was  organized  in  France  and  has  unques- 
tioned French  nationality. 

Tacite  Delort  and  Ernesto  Nicol&s  Frierdich  are  the  active  partners 
and  managers  of  the  company,  and  two  other  French  gentlemen  are 
silent  partners. 

The  business  of  the  company  consisted  of  mining,  refining,  export- 
ing, and  marketing  the  products  of  a  certain  asphalt  mine  situated  at 
Pedemales  in  Venezuela,  about  70  miles  from  Port  of  Spain,  Trinidad. 

The  company  entered  upon  this  business  in  1898,  and  to  aid  in  the 
importation  of  materials  and  men  for  the  works  and  in  the  exportation 
of  the  asphalt  to  Port  of  Spain  the  company  bought  a  schooner.  Love 
and  LulUj  which  at  the  time  of  its  purchase  and  thereafterwards  was  of 
Dutch  nationaUty.     It  was  registered  in  the  name  of  Tacite  Delort. 
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Owing  to  the  character  of  the  channel  through  which  Pedemales 
was  approached,  it  was  necessary  that  the  boat  be  of  a  peculiar  build, 
which  necessity  was  fully  met  by  the  Love  and  Lulu,  Its  purchase 
price  was  $2,100. 

From  the  commencement  of  work  at  the  mines  to  April  8,  1899,  the 
company  had  exported  and  sold  about  800  tons  of  asphalt. 

On  the  date  last  named  the  Love  and  Lulu  was  in  the  harbor  of  Port 
of  Spain  and  Mr.  Delort  and  Mr.  Frierdich  were  in  the  city  of  Port  of 
Spain. 

One  Luis  Rodriguez  had  been  engaged  as  captain  of  the  boat.  This 
man  could  neither  read  nor  write,  had  been  previously  a  river  pilot, 
did  not  understand  the  laws  attending  navigation,  and  objected  to  the 
service  at  the  time  of  the  engagement,  because  of  his  ignorance  and  of 
his  fear  that  he  would  commit  some  blunder  in  the  office.  Notwith- 
standing the  knowledge  of  the  company  of  this  ignorance  he  was  made 
captain. 

On  said  8th  of  June,  1899,  Mr.  Delort  learned  that  the  schooner  had 
received  its  clearance  papers  and  was  about  to  sail  for  Giiiria.  He 
desired  to  go  with  the  boat  when  it  sailed,  but  did  not  desire  to  go 
then.  He  undertook  to  detain  the  boat  and  obtained  an  order  from 
the  Dutch  consul  to  the  captain,  directing  him  not  to  go.  He  wes 
taken  to  the  schooner  and  gave  the  captain  the  order  of  the  Dutch 
consul;  but  the  captain  refused  to  recognize  the  authority  of  the  consul 
and  upon  being  ordered  by  Mr.  Delort  not  to  sail,  the  captain  refused 
to  recognize  Mr.  Delort's  authority  and  proceeded  to  prepare  to  s:.il. 
It  was  about  this  time  that  Mr.  Frierdich,  the  other  manager,  ciime  to 
the  schooner  in  a  small  boat  and  demanded  of  the  captr*in,  and 
received  from  him,  all  of  the  ship^s  papers.  Mr.  Delort  attempted  to 
prevent  their  delivery  to  Mr.  Frierdich  by  personal  intervention  and 
the  use  of  some  violence,  but  the  captain  overcame  Mr.  Delort's 
resistance  and  delivered  the  ship's  papers  to  Mr.  Frierdich,  es  above 
stated.  Notwithstanding  that  he  had  no  papers  permitting  him  to 
sail  and  against  the  continuing  and  earnest  protest  of  Mr.  Delort,  and 
with  him  on  board,  the  captain  set  sail  for  Giiiria,  which  port  he  reached 
some  time  that  day. 

Immediately  upon  the  arrival  of  the  schooner  at  Giiiria  Mr.  Delort 
informed  the  harbor  master  of  that  port  of  the  condition  of  affairs,  and 
on  the  next  morning  he  made  protest  before  the  vice-consul  of  Spain 
at  Giiiria,  and  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Delort  the  testimony  of  the  cap- 
tain and  of  the  steward  was  taken. 

Some  time  after  April  1 1  Mr.  Frierdich  surrendered  the  ship's  papers 
to  the  Dutch  consul  at  Port  of  Spain  and  they  were  forwarded  by 
special  messenger  to  Giiiria,  reaching  there  about  the  14th  day  of 
April,  on  which  day  they  were  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  customs 
officers  of  that  port,  and  there  being  no  Dutch  consul  at  Giiiria  the 
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vice^onsul  of  Spain,  as  the  officer  of  a  friendly  nation,  on  the  same 
day  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Delort  visited  the  customs  officials  at  Giiiria 
and  solicited  of  them  and  also  of  the  captain  of  the  port  that  the  Love 
and  Lulu  be  turned  over  to  Mr.  Delort.  A  formal  refusal  was  made  by 
these  officers. 

On  April  17  the  papers  had  been  sent  back  to  the  Dutch  consul  at 
Port.of  Spain  and  he  presented  them  to  the  Venezuelan  consul  of  that 
port  and  formally  asked  the  release  of  the  Love  and  Lulu  at  Giiiria. 

Proceedings  were  instituted  against  the  Love  and  Lulu  before  the 
proper  tribunal  at  Gtiiria  under  articles  48  and  144  of  the  Maritime 
Code  of  Venezuela.  A  fine  of  5,000  bolivars  was  duly  imposed  by  the 
court  and  due  notice  was  given  of  the  sale  of  the  schooner  for  the 
recovery  of  the  fine. 

Frierdich  &  Co.  had  no  other  boat  than  the  Love  and  Lulu  and  not 
being  able  to  obtain  one  at  Port  of  Spain  suited  to  the  channel  of 
Pedemales  they  could  not  transport  supplies  to  the  works  or  bring  out 
the  products  of  the  mines,  and,  as  a  result,  the  asphalt  works  were 
abandoned  and  the  workmen  taken  back  to  Port  of  Spain.  The  com- 
pany had  no  means  to  pay  the  workmen  for  their  labor  or  to  answer 
the  demands  of  their  other  creditors,  and  possession  was  taken  by 
these  creditors  of  such  property  of  the  company  as  they  could  find  in 
order  to  secure  their  pay. 

Pending  the  sale  of  the  schooner  at  Giiiria,  the  Dutch  consul  at  Port 
of  Spain  asserted  to  the  customs  authorities  at  Guiria  a  prior  and 
superior  lien  upon  the  schooner  and  demanded  its  return  to  Port  of 
Spain  to  answer  to  this  lien.  It  resulted  that  the  Government  of 
Venezuela,  recognizing  the  validity  of  this  claim,  directed  the  return 
of  the  Love  and  Lulu  to  Port  of  Spain,  and  the  schooner  arrived  there 
May  17.  The  fine  has  been  in  no  part  paid.  No  appeal  was  taken 
from  the  action  of  the  tribunal  imposing  this  fine,  and  it  remains  a 
final  and  unsatisfied  judgment. 

On  the  arrival  of  the  Love  and  Lulu  at  Port  of  Spain  it  was  seized 
under  process  issuing  from  the  court  of  Port  of  Spain  and  was  sold  at 
public  auction  imder  such  process.  Before  the  sale,  however,  due 
notice  was  given  by  the  Dutch  consul  to  the  proper  parties  in  charge  of 
the  sale  of  the  superior  lien  of  his  consulate,  and  he  demanded  pay- 
ment of  this  amount  before  the  purchaser  could  take  possession  of  the 
schooner. 

Later,  proceedings  in  liquidation  were  instituted  at  Havre,  France, 
and  Mr.  A.  Sanary  was  constituted  liquidator,  and  it  is  on  his  behalf, 
at  his  initiative,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  insolvent  company  and  its 
creditors  as  such  liquidator,  that  this  claim  is  here  presented. 

Mr.  Frierdich  has  filed  with  both  of  the  honorable  commissioners  a 
protest  against  this  claim,  denying  that  there  was  any  fault  on  the  part 
of  the  authorities  at  Guiria  at  the  time  in  question,  or  that  any  respon- 
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sibility  attaches  to  Venezuela  on  account  of  what  happened  in  con- 
nection with  this  schooner. 

Quite  a  large  sum  of  money  is  claimed  by  the  company  of  Venezuela 
on  accoimt  of  its  alleged  fault,  but  in  the  opinion  of  the  honorable 
commissioner  for  France  there  is  a  just  claim  for  5,000  bolivars  only. 
He  does  not  ascribe  the  insolvency  of  the  company  to  the  detention  of 
the  schooner  at  Guiria,  and  he  limits  his  award  to  a  sum  which  he 
regards  as  not  excessive  for  the  abuse  of  power  which  he  holds  was 
committed  by  the  administrators  of  the  custom-house  at  Guiria  and 
through  the  action  of  the  court  in  detaining  the  schooner  for  the  time 
stated,  which  detention  he  considers  unreasonable. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  sees  no  error  in  the 
action  of  the  Venezuelan  authorities  and  refuses  any  compensation. 

The  honorable  commissioners  having  failed  to  agree,  they  join  in 
sending  the  claim  to  the  mnpire  for  his  decision.  They  have  rendered 
the  umpire  very  efficient  aid  in  their  opinions,  original  and  supple- 
mentary, and  by  their  courteous  answers  to  liis  interrogatories. 

If  the  company  has  a  right  to  claim  anything  of  Venezuela,  it  is  the 
loss  of  use  of  the  schooner  by  its  detention  a  certain  length  of  time 
in  the  port  of  Guiria.  Tins  right  of  use  or  the  rental  value  of  the 
schooner  can  not  be  very  large,  since  the  value  of  the  schooner  as  deter- 
mined by  its  selling  price  was  only  $2,100.  In  order  that  the  company 
should  have  a  claim  upon  Venezuela,  the  burden  is  upon  it  to  estab- 
lish clearly  and  definitely  that  the  respondent  Government  has  pro- 
ceeded in  an  unlawful  manner  concerning  said  boat  since  it  arrived  in 
that  port  on  the  8th  of  April,  1899.  A  detention  without  reason  is 
suggested,  but  certainly  some  detention  was  not  only  reasonable  but 
necessary.  It  was  at  least  six  days  before  its  papers  arrived  from 
Port  of  Spain  which  would  permit  the  company  to  justify  in  any  way 
the  right  of  the  schooner  to  be  upon  the  seas  or  in  this  port  of  Vene- 
zuela. The  spirit  with  which  this  claim  is  pressed  by  the  company  is 
manifest  from  the  fact  that  the  claim  for  detention  covers  the  entire 
thirty-nine  days  which  elapsed  from  the  time  the  schooner  sailed  from 
Port  of  Spain  and  the  day  of  its  return  to  that  port.  This  is  so  mani- 
festly wrong  that  it  raises  a  suggestion  of  insincerity  on  the  part  of  the 
claimant  which  must  necessarily  affect  the  value  of  the  company's 
assertions  in  other  particulars. 

The  initial  wrong  was  all  vnth  the  claimant  company-  It  began 
in  the  reckless  and  ill-advised  engagement  of  a  captain  entirely 
imfitted  for  his  place,  of  which  unfitness  they  were  advised  by  the 
captain  himself.  It  continued  in  the  serious  quarrel  which  had  some 
time  developed  between  the  two  managers  of  the  company  and,  so  far 
as  this  case  is  concerned,  first  manifested  itself  in  the  open  rupture  at 
the  schooner's  side  at  Port  of  Spain  on  April  6,  when  the  captain, 
apparently  through  the  advice  and  approval  of  one  of  the  managers, 
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openly  defied  the  other,  and  where  one  of  its  managers  was  willing  to 
see  the  schooner  leave  the  port  stripped  of  every  essential  paper  to 
protect  itself  upon  the  seas,  to  become  a  floating  derelict  without 
right,  opposed  to  the  laws  of  all  civilized  nations  and  open  to  capture 
and  condemnation  without  recourse  or  remedy.  It  was  concluded 
when  this  same  captain,  ignorantly  riding  over  the  laws  of  every  sea 
and  the  laws  of  every  civilized  port,  sailed  into  the  harbor  of  Giiiria. 
The  statements  of  Mr.  Delort,  made  to  the  harbor  master  of  the  port 
and  to  the  customs  officials  and  before  the  consul  of  Spain,  supported 
as  they  were  in  great  part  by  the  captain  and  whilom  steward,  were  so 
improbable  as  to  stagger  belief  and  might  well  awaken  just  suspicions 
in  the  breast  of  the  revenue  officers  of  that  port  concerning  the  real 
status  of  the  schooner. 

Article  48  of  the  Fiscal  Code  then  in  force  in  Venezuela  was: 

Should  only  the  register  be  missing,  then  such  measures  as  are  provided  in  law  shall  be 
taken  on  board  the  vessel,  *  *  *  and  the  fine  of  5,000  bolivars  shall  not  be  levied 
and  coUected,  nor  shall  the  bond  be  demanded  when  the  master  can  prove  that  the  lack  of 
the  register  is  due  to  an  accident  which  he  could  neither  prevent  nor  foresee,  such  as  ship- 
wreck, fire,  or  violence  from  an  enemy  or  pirates,  a 

But  more  than  the  register  was  lacking.  The  clearance  issued  by 
the  consul  of  Venezuela  at  Port  of  vSpain  was  lacking.  There  were 
lacking,  also,  the  certificate  by  the  same  consul  of  compliance  on  the 
part  of  the  schooner  with  all  the  requirements  of  the  law  and  all  other 
papers  ordinarily  belonging  to  a  ship  that  is  about  to  sail  or  that  is 
sailing  on  the  seas.  The  master  could  not  prove  in  excuse  that  he  was 
in  this  plight  through  any  lack  of  foresight  or  through  any  accident. 
By  the  statement  of  both  Mr.  Delort  and  the  master  it  was  essentially 
true  that  there  had  been  no  accident  of  any  kind,  and  they  were  not 
in  the  port  of  Gtiiria  through  any  imperious  necessity  which  they 
could  not  meet  and  overcome.  They  were  there  voluntarily  so  far  as 
the  master  was  concerned,  and  such  necessity  as  attended  their  situ- 
ation and  their  presence  was  the  act  of  one  of  the  managers  of  equal 
power  with  the  other;  no  stranger  had  intervened,  no  trespasser  had 
done  them  any  evil;  their  unjustifiable  departure  upon  and  across  the 
seas  and  their  entrance  into  the  harbor  of  Guiria  were  wholly  attribut- 
able and  only  attributable  to  the  company,  its  managers  and  agents. 
Thus  far  Venezuela  is  not  involved.  Does  it  act  without  law  after- 
wards or  without  legal  right?  If  it  does  not,  then,  even  if  it  may  be 
considered  as  acting  harshly,  which  the  umpire  does  not  assert,  the 
Republic  of  France  has  no  right  of  intervention;  for  before  there  is 
right  of  intervention  there  must  be  a  legal  wrong  on  the  part  of  Vene- 
zuela. If  it  conforms  with  its  own  laws  in  its  own  ports,  and  if  those 
laws  are  such  as  are  the  product  of  civilization,  then  there  is  no  error, 
hence  no  responsibility  upon  the  state  and  no  right  of  intervention  on 

«See  footnote  p.  34. 
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the  part  of  the  claimant  Government.  It  appears  that  Venezuela 
acted  in  this  respect  through  its  regular  officers  and,  until  the  contrary 
is  clearly  shown,  the  acts  of  those  officers  must  be  assumed  to  be  regular 
and  proper.  There  is  a  very  proper  presumption  to  this  effect;  and 
it  is  proper  public  policy  and  a  proper  protection  of  the  public  and  its 
interests  that  such  a  presumption  should  attend  the  execution  of 
official  duties.  (120  U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.,  605;  14  Johnson  (N.  Y.),  182;  19 
Johnson  (X.  Y.),  345.) 

The  general  presumption  is  that  public  officers  perform  their  official 
duties,  and  that  their  official  acts  are  regular.  (American  and  Eng. 
Enc.  of  Law,  2d  edition,  Vol.  22,  page  1267,  citing  in  note  24,  a  long 
line  of  cases  in  England  and  the  United  States.) 

Where  some  preceding  act  or  preexisting  fact  is  necessary  to  the 
validity  of  an  official  act,  the  presumption  in  favor  of  the  validity  of 
the  official  act  is  presumptive  proof  of  such  preceding  act  or  preex- 
isting fact.  (lb.  1269  and  note  1  on  same  page,  citing  long  line  of 
supporting  cases  in  the  U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  and  in  State  courts.) 

Similarly  there  is  a  presumption  of  good  faith  in  favor  of  public 
officers.  This  presumption  is  applied  to  sustain  the  regularity  of 
official  acts  in  favor  of  individuals  who  rely  thereon.  {Sujrra  and  note 
3,  citing  a  line  of  decisions  made  by  the  United  States  Sup.  Ct.) 

A  natural  presumption  attends  them  to  that  extent. 

So  far  as  appears,  the  court  which  proceeded  to  condemn  the 
schooner  to  pay  a  fine  was  acting  within  its  jurisdiction  and  within 
its  right,  and,  until  the  contrary  appears,  its  act  will  be  presumed  to 
be  regular  and  its  judgment  righteous. 

This  presumption,  supported  by  authorities  above  cited,  applies 
equally  to  the  actions  and  decisions  of  courts.  It  is  only  necessary 
to  show  that  jurisdiction  is  clearly  vested,  and  then  the  maxims  or 
rules  *' Omnia  praesumuntur  rite  esse  acta''  and  '* Omnia  praesumun- 
ttu*  legitime  facta,  donee  probetur  in  contrarium"  apply.  (See  Am. 
and  Eng.  Enc.  of  Law,  2d  edition.  Vol.  22,  pages  1270-71  and  the  cases 
cited  under  note  4  of  page  1271,  both  from  the  United  States  Sup.  Ct. 
and  from  many  of  the  State  courts.) 

The  acts  of  the  court  must,  in  the  first  instance,  be  presumed  to  be  regular  and  in  conform- 
ity with  settled  usage,  and  arc  conclusive  until  reversed  by  a  competent  authority.  Wil- 
liams V.  U.  S.,  1  Howard  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  290. 

Best,  '*  Principles  of  the  Law  of  Evidence,"  first  American  from  the 
sixth  London  edition.  Subsection  IV,  under  head  of  * '  Presumptions  in 
favor  of  validity  of  acts,"  the  entire  subsection  and  notes. 

So  far  as  has  appeared  before  the  umpire,  the  laws  of  Venezuela  in 
regard  to  these  matters  are  in  harmony  with  the  laws  of  other  civilized 
countries,  and  it  does  not  yet  appear  before  the  umpire  wherein  the 
fiscal  com-t  at  the  port  of  Giiiria  committed  error  in  subjecting  this 
schooner  to  the  fine  which  had  been  voluntarily  invited  by  its  appear- 
ance in  the  condition  which  is  proven  and  admitted. 
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That  the  Government  at  Caracas  yielded  later  to  the  strenuous 
demand  of  the  consul  of  Holland  at  Port  of  Spain  rather  than  to 
withstand  the  demand  is  not  to  the  umpire  an  admission  on  the  part 
of  the  respondent  Government  that  its  acts  in  reference  to  the  Love 
aiid  Lulu  had  been  irregular  and  unlawful. 

From  the  facts  appearing  in  this  case  the  umpire  is  fully  satisfied 
that  Frierdich  &  Co.  was  practically  defunct  on  the  8th  of  April,  1899, 
and  that,  regardless  of  the  incident  of  the  Love  and  Lulu,  it  would 
have  met  substantially  the  same  subsequent  conditions  and  would 
have  ended  in  as  complete  and  hopeless  failure  as  in  fact  followed. 
This  failure  was  in  no  especial  sense  hastened  by  the  incident  at  Giiiria, 
and  the  only  burden  which  the  detention  of  the  Love  and  Lulu  at 
Guiria  placed  upon  the  company  was  the  sum  which  it  had  to  pay  for 
the  use  of  the  boat  that  took  the  workmen  from  its  asphalt  mines  back 
to  Trinidad;  and  this  is,  of  course,  a  sum  of  no  great  significance. 

Whether  or  not  the  action  of  the  customs  officers  at  Guiria  and  of 
the  fiscal  court  were  in  fact  regular  and  necessary  is  a  matter  of  but 
slight  pecuniary  importance  to  the  claimant  company,  and  since  it 
was  the  primary  and  potent  cause  of  its  own  misfortunes  in  connection 
with  this  incident  and  by  its  own  voluntary  misconduct  brought  these 
inquiries,  vexations,  and  expenses  upon  the  customs  officers  and  the 
court  at  Guiria,  it  is  not  in  position  to  scrutinize  very  closely  what 
the  officers  or  court  of  Venezuela  did  or  did  not  do. 

Here  may  be  applied  with  a  certain  degree  of  propriety  one  of  the 
most  important  maxims  of  equity,  viz,  ''He  who  comes  into  equity 
must  come  with  clean  hands.'' 

It  certainly  has  brought  pecuniary  indebtedness  to  Venezuela  in 
virtue  of  what  occurred  at  Guiria  through  its  own  fault,  which  it  has 
not  yet  asked  the  privilege  to  discharge. 

And  in  this  connection  the  claimant  company  may  properly  consider 
the  value  of  another  of  the  maxims  of  equity,  viz,  *'He  who  seeks 
equity  must  do  equity." 

As  the  question  is  presented  here,  it  does  not  involve  the  final  judg- 
ment of  the  court  condemning  the  ship  to  a  payment  of  the  fine;  nor 
any  matter  of  restitution  of  the  ship,  for  that  occurred.  It  involves 
only  the  question  of  detention,  and  detention  involves  only  the  ques- 
tion of  its  reasonableness  in  point  of  time  consumed,  for  a  sufficient 
time  to  know  all  the  facts  and  to  assemble  them  before  the  court,  and 
for  the  court  to  act  thereon  was  a  necessary  adjunct  to  the  situation. 
If  the  conditions  on  both  sides  are  regarded  as  producing  an  equilib- 
rium, justice  is  done,  in  the  opinion  of  the  umpire;  and  he  so  holds. 

This  claim  is  dismissed  for  want  of  equity  in  the  claimant  company, 
and  the  award  wall  be  diawn  accordingly. 

NoRTHFiELD,  July  Sly  1905. 


CLAIM  OP  HEIK8  OP  TEAN  MAHHrAT.— HO.  S.^' 


HEAD  NOTES. 

The  respondent  Government  is  held  liable  for  injuries  suffered  by  a  Frenchman  in  the  pres- 
ence of  the  general  in  command  of  a  division  of  the  Venezuelan  army,  it  appearing  that 
the  party  injured  was  in  the  presence  of  the  commanding  general  by  his  personal  order 
and  that  the  injury  was  caused  by  a  subordinate  officer  without  justifying  reasons. 

The  injury  being  found  to  be  reprehensible  in  character  and  the  respondent  Government  for 
reasons  of  state  declining  or  neglecting  to  punish  the  guilty  persons,  it  is  chargeable 
with  the  actual  damages  suffered  by  the  injured  person  and  such  further  sura  as  is  held' 
to  be  sufficient  to  make* proper  amends  to  the  claimant  Government  for  this  affront  to 
it  through  one  of  its  nationals. 

It  being  found  by  the  umpire  that  the  person  came  to  his  death  through  the  injuries  thus 
suffered,  but  before  February  19,  1902,  it  is  held  that  such  only  of  his  brothers  and 
sisters  as  are  of  French  nationality  can  present  a  claim  before  this  commission  to 
recover  for  his  death. 

This  tribunal  does  not  exist  because  of  damages  suffered  in  Venezuela,  except  these  be  dam- 
ages of  Frenchmen,  limited  in  this  case  to  the  next  of  kin  of  the  deceased,  who  are  them- 
selves Frenchmen.  Tf  none  be  French,  then  the  claim  falls.  It  is  not  possible  to  hold 
other  than  that  the  national  quality  of  the  claimant  in  fact  determines  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  commission. 

It  is  elementary  that  the  burden  of  establishing  nationsdity  is  with  the  claimant.  It  can 
not  be  assumed  or  conjectured,  but  must  be  clearly  proven. 

Record  proof  is  not  essential  if  there  be  other  that  is  convincing. 

O  EXTRACT  FBOM  THE   MINUTES   OF  THE   SITTING  OP  MAT   19,  1905. 

We  then  took  up  the  examination  of  the  claim  of  the  heirs  of  Mr.  Jean  Maninat. 

The  French  arbitrator,  considering  on  one  hand  that  Mr.  Jean  Maninat  has  died  as  a  result 
of  a  wound  which  the  Venezuelan  officer  gave  him,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  that  Mr.  Pierre 
Maninat  does  not  prove  sufficiently  his  grievance  against  the  Venezuelan  authorities  in  the 
course  of  his  legal  proceedings  with  hb  creditors,  accords  to  the  heirs  of  Mr.  Jean  Maninat 
a  sum  of  500,000  bolivars  for  the  ensemble  of  damages  which  they  have  suffered  for  the 
reparations  which  were  due  them. 

The  Venezuelan  arbitrator  is  of  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Jean  Maninat  was  cured  of  his  wound 
when  he  was  attacked  by  tetanus,  from  which  he  died;  that  none  of  the  grievances  formu- 
lated by  him  or  his  heirs  is  established  by  sufficient  proofs;  that  besides  Pierre  Maninat, 
bom  in  Venezuela,  is  a  Venezuelan  according  to  Venezuelan  law,  and  that  all  his  four  sisters, 
were  bom  without  doubt  also  in  Venezuela.  Two  are  married  to  foreigners,  and  have  conse- 
quently lost  their  French  nationalit}'.    Wherefore  he  rejects  absolutely  the  claim  in  question. 

M.  de  Peretti  replies  that  acx^ording  to  the  French  law  M.  Pierre  Maninat  and  his  sisters, 
save  those  two  who  have  married  foreigners,  have  conserved  their  French  nationality,  besides 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Jean  Maninat,  bom  in  France,  enjoyed  incontestably  French  nationality 
justifies  in  his  eyes  the  competency  of  the  commission. 

As  he  maintained  his  opinion  previously  expressed,  it  is  agreed  that  the  claim  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Hon.  Frank  Pluraley,  Northfield,  Vt. 
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The  marriage  of  a  sister  of  the  deceased  to  a  Frenchman  established  her  French  nationality 
during  marriage,  which  under  French  law  remains  after  the  death  of  her  husband. 
There  is  some  proof  that  she  was  bom  in  France,  none  that  she  was  bom  in  Venezuela. 
Her  French  nationality  being  clearly  established  in  her  marriage,  the  burden  shifts  and 
rests  upon  Venezuela  to  show  Venezuelan  origin  to  divest  her  of  the  nationality  attained . 
through  her  marriage.  This  not  being  done  by  Venezuela,  she  is  declared  French- and 
competent  to  present  her  claim  as  next  of  kin  to  her  deceased  brother  for  the  damages 
suffered  by  her  because  of  his  death. 

Both  Governments  must  be  assumed  to  have  had  definite  kifowledge  of  the  serious  disagree- 
ment between  them  in  the  matter  of  citizenship,  yet  they  agreed  upon  the  use  of  the 
expression  *'  Frenchmen."  To  agree  there  must  have  been  mutual  assent  and  common 
understanding  of  the  term  employed.  It  is  not  suggested  that  either  of  the  contract- 
ing parties  yielded  any  point  of  its  difference  in  this  matter  of  citizenship.  To  agree, 
then,  they  must  meet  upon  a  conmion  ground.  This  common  ground  must  have  been 
the  plain  where  by  the  laws  of  both  countries  the  claimant  is  a  Frenchman. 

Two  interpretations  being  possible,  that  is  to  be  taken  which  is  least  onerous  upon  the 
party  to  be  chai^d  with  the  service  or  with  the  loss  resulting  from  the  agreement. 

There  is  also  the  rule  that  in  conflict  of  laws  the  law  of  the  place  of  domicile  should  prevail* 

For  France  to  intervene  where  the  claimant  is  a  Venezuelan  by  the  laws  of  Venezuela  and 
French  under  the  laws  of  France  would  make  the  law  of  France  superior  to  the  law  of 
Venezuela,  which  is  not  permissible  between  two  sovereign  nations. 

The  right  of  the  respondent  Government  to  regulate  her  own  internal  affairs  by  determining 
who  are  her  citizens,  which  involves  mutual  protection  and  support,  is  too  essential  an 
attribute  of  sovereignty  to  be  invaded  or  disturbed. 

The  rule  of  a  nation  requiring  that  one  who  is  bom  in  the  country  shall  ordinarily  be  its 
citizen  is  a  reasonable  requirement. 

To  all  the  world  but  Venezuela  France  may  follow  each  succeeding  generation  bom  in  Vene- 
uela  but  of  French  origin  so  long  as  her  affections  dictate  or  her  laws  require  or  permit; 
but  not  so  as  to  Venezuela. 

The  effort  of  one  of  the  sons  to  establisl)  French  nationality  by  acts  of  allegiance  after  the 
death  of  the  injured  person  can  not  affect  his  right  as  a  claimant  here,  as  that  depends 
in  this  case  upon  the  national  quality  of  the  claimant  at  the  time  of  the  inception  of 
the  claim« 

The  next  of  kin  found  to  be  of  French  nationality,  being  a  widowed  sister,  can  properly  sus- 
tain and  maintain  a  claim  for  some  pecuniary  loss,  although  she  was  never  dependent 
upon  him  for  care  or  support  and  although  there  is  no  proof  that  he  ever  rendered  either 
and  no  proof  that  she  was  ever  so  circumstanced  as  to  need  either. 

In  this  case  the  greater  portion  of  the  damages  assessed  and  made  payable  to  the  next  of 
kin,  found  to  be  French,  is  because  of  the  unatoned  indignity  to  France  through  the 
injury  received  by  one  of  her  nationals. 

This  tribunal  has  no  part  in  the  final  allotment  or  distribution  of  the  sum  awarded  to  France 
through  the  personality  of  the  sister  for  whom  France  has  a  right  of  intervention. 
France  has  absolute  dominion  over  the  proceeds  of  the  award,  and  with  its  distribution 
this  conunission  has  nothing  to  do. 


OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZUELAN  COMMISSIONEE. 

Pedro  Maninat,  now  a  resident  in  Guatemala,  presented  to  the  minis- 
ter of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  on  the  19th  of  August,  1901,  a  demand 
of  indemnity  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  the  sum  of 
2,000,000  francs,  adducing  as  the  ground  thereof  that  in  the  year 
1898,  while  he,  with  his  brother  Juan  Maninat,  was  residing  and  estab- 
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lished  in  the  city  of  Valencia,  under  the  firm  name  of  "Maninat  Her- 
manos,"  with  two  branch  houses,  one  at  Tinaquillo  and  the  other  at 
San  Cfi,rlos,  a  revolution  broke  out;  that  his  houses  were  robbed  and 
submitted  to  requisitions;  that  his  brother  Juan  Maninat  was  ill- 
treated  and  wounded  in  the  presence  of  General  Atilio  Vizcarrondo, 
the  second  chief  of  the  expeditionary  army  of  the  government  of  Gen- 
eral Andrade,  and  died  one  month  after  that  outrage;  that  Pedro 
Maninat  himself  was  the  victim  of  numerous  persecutions,  in  the 
subsequent  years,  which  compelled  him  to  abandon  the  country  and 
thus  avoid  attempts  of  murder. 

Mr.  Pedro  Maninat  adds  that  the  conformity  of  the  amount  of  his 
claim  is  proved  by  the  following  documents,  deposited  with  the  lega- 
tion of  France  at  Caracas: 

A.  Declaration  written  by  his  brother  himself  before  his  death  and 
addressed  to  Mr.  Qui^vreux. 

B.  Declaration  signed  by  thirty-three  merchants,  witnesses  of  the 
facts  that  took  place  at  Tinaquillo. 

B  ****.  Copy,  certified  and  legalized  by  the  legation  at  Caracas,  of  the 
final  part  of  the  declaration  B,  corroborating  its  contents. 

C.  D.  E.  F.  Declaration  of  which  the  author  of  the  outrage  pre- 
tended to  make  use  in  order  to  make  it  appear  that  he  had  been 
attacked  by  the  brother  of  Maninat.  Extract  of  the  certificate  of 
birth.     Report  of  the  physicians.     Certificate  of  death. 

G.  Petition  of  Mr.  Pedro  Maninat  to  Mr.  Quievreux  asking  him  to 
ask  for  a  certified  copy  of  several  writings  forming  part  of  the  records 
relating  to  the  bankruptcy  of  "Maninat  Hermanos,"  existing  in  the 
archives  of  the  court  of  the  first  instance  in  civil  and  mercantile  mat- 
ters at  Valencia  mentioned  with  indication  of  sheets,  and  which  Mani- 
nat considers  indispensable  to  ask  for  the  intervention  of  the  French 
Government  and  demand  from  the  Government  of  Venezuela  the 
payment  of  a  just  indemnification,  the  justice  and  precision  of  which 
are  irrecusably  established  in  the  documents  asked  for. 

There  also  appears  among  the  papers  of  these  records  a  letter  dated 
Lima,  the  2d  of  March  of  the  current  year,  signed  by  Justina  Maninat, 
widow  of  Coss^,  addressed  to  the  minister  of  France  in  Venezuela, 
bringing  to  his  knowledge  that  she  is  one  of  the  sisters  of  the  late  Juan 
Bautista  Maninat,  whose  claim  initiated  by  him  in  1898  and  pursued 
after  his  death  by  his  brother  Pedro  Maninat  in  1901,  must  be  in  his 
possession.  The  signer  of  this  letter  asks  the  minister  of  France,  at 
the  same  time,  to  kindly  take  note  of  the  existence  of  her  sister  Clotilde 
Maninat  de  Saldias,  domiciled  in  Lima,  and  in  whose  house  she  hves 
with  her  sister  Juana  Maninat,  as  well  as  of  the  existence  of  Josefina 
Maninat  de  Beguerisse,  residing  in  Guatemala;  and  that,  as  they  are 
the  only  persons  entitled  to  the  claim  brought  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  Venezuela  for  the  robberies,  outrages,  and  chiefly  for  the 
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proved  murder  of  their  brother  Juan,  she  asked,  in  her  own  name  and 
in  that  of  her  sisters,  to  be  informed  as  to  the  present  state  of  said 
claim. 

In  this  claim  two  orders  of  facts  are  intermingled  and  confounded, 
so  as  to  give  rise  to  a  variety  of  questions,  which,  based  only  on  the 
statement  of  the  claimant,  are  destitute  of  all  proof  and  ground. 
Some  are  relative  to  the  wound  received  by  Juan  Bautista  Maninat 
in  the  city  of  Tinaquillo  on  the  loth  of  April,  1898,  and  others  to  the 
suit  of  bankruptcy  entered  at  Valencia  in  the  year  1899,  against  the 
firm  of  "Maninat  Hermanos''  on  account  of  the  state  of  insolvency 
in  which  said  firm  was  at  the  death  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  which 
took  place  on  the  13th  of  May,  1898. 

What  is  styled  ''claim  initiated  by  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  in  the 
year  1898,and  continued  after  his  death  by  his  brother  PedroManinat," 
is  only  a  simple  statement  of  facts  narrated  by  the  former  to  Mr.  Qui6- 
vreux  in  a  letter  of  seven  pages,  written  in  his  own  handwriting  by 
Juan  Bautista  Maninat  on  the  26th  of  April,  1898,  in  which,  already 
recovered  from  his  wounds,  gives  him  details  as  to  the  attempt  of 
which  he  held  that  he  was  a  victim  on  the  14th  of  April  and  asks  in 
conclusion  for  the  protection  of  the  French  Government  for  the  pun- 
ishment of  those  he  considered  guilty,  and  to  the  end  that  the  fact 
of  which  he  complained  should  not  remain  unpunished. 

As  appears  proved  by  the  letter  dated  the  26th  of  April  of  the  same 
year,  addressed  by  the  consular  agent  at  Valencia  to  the  vice-consul 
of  France  in  Caracas,  Mr.  Quidvreux,  Mr.  Juan  Bautista  Maninat  was 
in  a  position  by  said  date  to  come  to  Caracas,  overrunning  a  distance 
of  150  kilometers,  and  to  return  soon  after  to  Valencia.  From  the  cer- 
tificate produced  by  Messrs.  Juan  Bautista  Posadas  and  Francisco 
Cisneros,  medical  doctors  who  examined  at  the  request  of  the  judge 
of  the  municipality  of  Tinaquillo,  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  on  the  16th 
of  April,  the  following  day  after  the  occurrence,  it  appears  that  the 
wound  situated  on  the  left  temporal  auricular  region  had  affected  the 
skin  and  subcutaneous  tissues,  the  respective  auricular  lap  and  a  super- 
ficial part  of  the  masseteric  muscle,  wherefore  they  declared  it  to  be 
less  dangerous. 

From  the  certificate  of  death  presented,  issued  by  the  competent 
official  of  the  city  of  Valencia,  the  domicile  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat, 
it  appears  that  the  latter  died  in  said  city  on  the  13th  of  May,  twenty- 
eight  days  after  the  medical  examination  and  sixteen  days  after  his 
trip  to  Caracas,  of  traumatic  tetanus,  as  was  certified  by  Dr.  J.  R. 
Revenga.  From  what  has  been  exposed  it  is  inferred  that  the  death 
of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat  was  not  caused  by  the  wound  he  received 
at  Tinaquillo,  and  that  it  was  the  consequence  of  a  disease  acquired, 
how  and  for  what  reasons  it  does  not  appear.  The  civil  responsibility 
for  indenmification  of  damages  and  prejudices  in  the  cases  of  perpe- 
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tration  of  an  offense  constitutes  a  claim  of  the  person  damaged  against 
the  author  of  the  damage  and  is  brought  simultaneously  with  the 
penal  action  or  separately.  There  is  no  responsibility  on  the  part  of 
the  government  of  a  country  for  such  facts,  except  in  the  case  of  denial 
of  justice  or  of  notorious  injustice  in  the  action  brought  by  the  party 
offended  against  the  author  of  the  offensive  act.  The  suit  for  civil 
responsibility  that  may  be  brought  by  everyone  that  has  sustained  a 
damage  in  his  person  or  interests  against  the  author  or  authors  of  an 
offensive  act  was  not  entered  by  Juan  Bautista  Maninat  or  by  his  law- 
ful heirs  against  the  party  suspected  of  responsibility  for  the  damage 
done  to  the  former. 

The  claim  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  which  can  only  be 
based  on  a  denial  of  justice,  in  the  respective  suits  in  which  both  the 
penal  and  the  civil  action  have  been  evidenced  and  decided,  simul- 
taneously or  separately,  is  therefore  destitute  of  all  ground  that  may 
render  it  admissible,  for  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  or  the  present  claim- 
ants, who  have  not  entered  the  civil  action  pertaining  to  them  against 
General  Atilio  Vizcarrondo. 

The  civil  action  to  be  entered  for  the  reparations  and  restitutions  in 
the  cases  established  by  the  penal  law  can  not  be  decided  without  a 
firm  sentence  having  been  rendered  in  the  penal  action,  when  the 
former  has  been  entered  separately,  and  when  it  has  been  simultane- 
ously entered,  or  when  the  party  offended  has  become  a  party  in  the 
civil  suit,  then  the  condemnatory  sentence,  which  imposes  a  punish- 
ment on  the  defendant,  gives  by  itself  to  the  party  offended  a  right 
to  the  reparations  owed  him  by  the  author  of  the  offense. 

The  commission  of  an  offense  can  only  give  rise,  therefore,  to 
reparation  by  means  of  a  civil  action,  the  offended  party  constituting 
himself  a  civil  party  in  the  respective  penal  process,  or  separately 
entering  his  action  as  plaintiff,  in  which  latter  case,  that  such  repara- 
tions may  be  obtained,  the  exhaustion  must  precede  of  all  ordinary 
and  extraordinary  remedies  which  the  law  offers  the  defendant 
against  the  sentence  declaring  him  guilty. 

Nothing  of  this  appears  proved  by  the  documents  produced  before 
this  commission. 

The  declaration  which  has  been  presented  with  several  signatures  of 
private  individuals  of  Tinaquillo,  and  another  of  the  judge  of  the  muni- 
cipality of  the  district  of  Falc6n  relating  to  the  acts  which  occurred 
during  the  stay  of  the  forces  of  Gen.  Atilio  Vizcarrondo  at  Tinaquillo, 
are  destitute  of  all  evidential  force  and  are  not  authentic,  for  which 
reason,  besides  our  being  unable  to  take  them  into  consideration,  they 
are  not  prop?r  as  evidence  that  there  has  been  any  denial  of  justice 
against  Mr.  Juan  Bautista  Maninat  while  endeavoring  to  obtain 
before  the  com-t  the  condemnation  to  the  payment  of  damages  and 
prejudices  against  him  whom  he  considered  responsible  for  his  wound, 
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as  for  that  he  would  have  been  required  to  constitute  himself  as 
plaintiff  in  the  respective  process. 

The  local  authorities  proceeded  to  open  the  investigation  ordered 
by  the  law  immediately  after  the  wound  of  Mr.  Maninat  had  occurred, 
and  the  national  Government,  as  appears  from  the  notes  interchanged 
between  its  minister  of  foreign  affairs  and  the  vice-consul  of  France, 
took,  as  soon  as  it  was  informed  of  the  occurrence,  all  the  steps  lead- 
ing to  the  investigation  of  the  particulars  of  the  case.  It  thus  appears 
from  the  proceedings  shown  by  the  records  kept  in  the  court  of  the 
district  of  Falc6n  upon  which  the  investigation  of  the  fact  was 
incumbent. 

The  Venezuelan  arbitrator,  therefore,  finds  no  ground  for  the  con- 
cession of  an  indemnity  to  the  heirs  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  even  if 
any  of  his  sisters  were  of  French  nationahty  and  had  preserved  it,  for 
the  wound  received  by  the  former,  which  wound  was  the  object  of 
investigation  on  the  part  of  the  competent  officials  who  comphed 
therein  with  the  legal  prescriptions,  whilst  it  is  not  proved  that 
Maninat  ever  brought  on  his  part  any  action  against  those  he  con- 
sidered responsible,  and  much  less  that  the  coiui»s  called  to  try  and 
decide  this  demand  of  indemnification  had  committed  any  denial  of 
justice  or  notorious  injustice. 

As  to  the  acts  mentioned  by  Mr.  Pedro  Maninat  to  justify  the 
amount  of  his  claim  and  relating  to  the  bankruptcy  suit  entered  before 
the  competent  tribunals  of  the  State  of  Carabobo  against  the  firm  of 
"Maninat  Hermanos,"  domiciled  in  Valencia,  no  faith-deserving  evi- 
dence has  been  presented  in  support  of  the  pretensions  of  Pedro  Man- 
inat; and,  on  the  contrary,  from  the  terms  of  the  official  notes  of  the 
vice-consul  of  France,  Mr.  Qui6vreux,  inserted  in  the  records,  it  appears 
proved  that  said  official  always  considered  it  to  be  his  duty  to  remain 
alien  to  the  reiterated  demands  of  Pedro  Maninat,  that  he  should  inter- 
fere in  a  commercial  affair,  exclusively  submitted  to  the  tribunals  of 
the  country  and  which  could  only  be  taken  into  consideration  when 
there  was  a  denial  of  justice,  after  the  exhaustion  of  all  the  legal  reme- 
dies. All  the  circumstances  of  that  suit,  presented  by  the  claimant 
himself  in  different  statements  and  letters,  tend  to  prove  the  perfect 
regularity  of  the  bankruptcy  suit  and  the  correctness  of  the  proceed- 
ings followed  by  the  tribunals  that  tried  the  case  in  conformity  with 
the  provisions  of  the  commercial  code.  It  is  to  be  observed  that  it 
is  proved  by  the  certificate  of  birth  existing  in  the  parish  church  of 
Valencia  that  Pedro  Maninat  was  born  in  that  town  in  1868,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  is  of  Venezuelan  nationahty,  wherefore  he  can  not  claim 
from  the  Government  of  Venezuela  before  this  conmiission. 

For  aU  the  preceding  reasons  the  claim  of  Pedro  Maninat,  amounting 
to  the  sum  of  2,000,000  francs,  is  disallowed  in  all  its  parts,  and  like- 
a  Doc.  533,  59-1 i 
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wise  what  Justina  Maninat,  widow  of  Coss6,  pretends  to  adduce  con- 
cerning the  same  claim  must  be  rejected. 
Caracas,  May  19, 1903. 


NOTE  BT  THE  YENEZUELAN  OOMMISSIONEB. 

The  French  arbitrator,  as  appears  from  the  record  of  the  proceeding,  allowed  for  this 
claim  the  sum  of  500,000  bolivars  for  the  death  of  Maninat,  which  he  cx)nsidered  to  have 
been  occasioned  by  the  wound,  and  for  the  damages  that  death  caxised  the  commercial  house. 
In  the  discussion  to  which  this  opinion  gave  rise  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator  argued  that  the 
person  who  had  presented  the  claim  was  Pedro  Maninat,  a  Venezuelan  citizen  by  birth,  bs  he 
could  soon  prove  it  by  producing  the  certificate  of  birth  existing  in  the  city  of  Valencia; 
that  the  sisters,  Clotilde  Maninat  de  Saldlas  and  Josefina  Maninat  de  Beguerisse,  even  in 
case  of  their  having  been  French  on  account  of  their  birth  in  French  territory,  by  the  time 
of  the  facts  on  which  the  claim  is  based  and  thereafter,  had  lost  their  French  nationality 
by  their  marriages  with  persons  alien  to  that  nationality.  These  circumstances  did  not 
modify  the  opinion  of  the  French  arbitrator  and  the  decision  was  submitted  to  the  umpire. 


OPINION  OF  THE  FRENCH  COMDOSSIONEB. 

M.  Pierre  Maninat  and  his  sisters,  Mdmes.  Justine  Cossfi  (n6e  Mani- 
nat), Clotilde  Saldlas  (n6e  Maninat),  Josephine  Beguerisse  (n6e  Mani- 
nat), and  Mile.  Jeanne  Maninat,  claim  jointly  an  indemnity  of  2,000,000 
boUvars  for  the  murder  of  their  brother,  M.  Jean  Maninat,  who  died  in 
May,  1898,  from  the  result  of  a  wound  received  at  the  headquarters  of 
the  Government  forces,  for  the  damage  which  this  death  caused  this 
house  of  commerce,  Maninat  Brothers,  which  had  to  liquidate  its  affairs 
after  the  departure  of  its  head,  for  the  requisitions  and  the  confisca- 
tions upon  the  proprietors  of  this  house  by  the  Government  and  insur- 
gent troops,  for  the  persecutions  and  denials  of  justice  of  which  M. 
Pierre  Maninat  was  the  victim  in  the  years  following  in  the  course  of 
the  defense  of  his  rights.  I  have  reduced  to  500,000  boUvars  the 
indemnity  which  I  believe  in  equity  due  to  those  interested.  I  have 
considered  in  the  first  place  as  not  debatable  that  the  Venezuelan 
Government  is  responsible  for  the  death  of  M.  Jean  Maninat.  The 
15th  of  April,  1898,  an  officer  sent  by  General  Vizcarrondo,  chief  of  the 
staff  of  General  Crespo,  presented  himself  at  the  home  of  M.  Jean 
Maninat  at  Tinaquillo  and  requested  him  to  hand  over  to  him  four 
drays,  of  which  General  Vizcarrondo  had  need  to  transport  his  ammu- 
nition. This  Frenchman,  who  had  already  often  loaned  without 
remuneration  a  like  aid  to  the  Venezuelan  authorities  to  further  the 
reestablishment  of  public  order  and  who  had  just  been  the  victim  of 
an  armed  invasion  and  of  the  theft  of  an  amount  of  merchandise, 
showed  himself  ready  to  conform  to  this  requisition  on  condition  that 
General  Vizcarrondo  give  him  a  written  order.  In  this  he  only 
followed  the  precepts  of  good  sense  and  conformed  to  the  reoommen- 
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dations  given  by  the  legation  of  France  to  its  compatriots.  Then  he 
sent  to  the  general  one  of  his  employees,  who,  far  from  obtaining  a 
written  order,  was  told  to  invite  his  employer  to  present  himself  with- 
out delay  at  headquarters.  Being  questioned  by  the  general  in  the 
midst  of  his  staff  and  summoned  to  obey,  M.  Maninat  did  not  refuse, 
but  renewed  his  demand  for  a  written  order.  This  very  natural 
insistence  exasperated  this  strange  chief  of  staff.  M.  Maninat  was 
insulted,  maltreated,  threatened  with  death,  grievously  wounded  by 
a  Venezuelan  officer,  and  put  in  prison,  from  which  he  only  got  out  by 
the  intervention  of  the  French  representative  at  Caracas.  If  there 
had  been  on  his  part  the  least  provocation,  the  authorities  would  not 
have  failed  to  invoke  it  and  apply  the  penal  law  in  all  its  rigor.  The 
prompt  release  of  the  prisoner,  culpable  merely  of  having  spoken  the 
language  of  reason,  of  defending  his  rights,  and  the  absence  of  all 
further  prosecution,  sufficed  to  prove  that  the  report  of  the  victim  is 
true  in  every  point.  No  one,  besides,  has  denied  the  accuracy  and  the 
public  opinion  at  the  time  of  the  incident  and,  since  I  have  been  able  to 
verify  during  my  sojourn  at  Valencia,  has  been  on  the  contrary  unani- 
mous in  confirming  it.  In  Uke  maimer  the  numerous  witnesses  and  the 
certificates  of  the  doctors  who  figured  in  the  dossier  confirm  it,  and  also 
the  authorized  declaration  of  Mr.  Qui6vreux,  representative  of  the 
French  Government  at  Caracas,  who  received  the  visit  of  the  victim  some 
days  after  the  incident.  M.  Jean  Maninat  was  wounded  by  a  blow 
from  a  saber,  which  laid  open  his  face  from  the  forehead  to  the  ear  and 
would  have  killed  him  if  the  straw  hat  which  he  wore  had  not  lessened 
the  violence  of  the  blow.  The  wound  was  dressed,  and  M.  Maninat  was 
able  to  come  to  Caracas,  but  it  was  so  little  healed  that  the  13th  of 
May  M.  Maninat  died  from  traumatic  tetanus.  He  surely  would  never 
have  been  attacked  by  this  disease,  which  one  can  not  contract  except 
as  a  result  of  a  wound,  if  he  had  not  been  wounded.  One  can  affirm, 
then,  that  his  death  has  certainly  been  caused  by  unqualified  violence 
committed  upon  his  person  by  a  Venezuelan  officer.  It  seems  to  me 
just  that  Venezuela  indemnify  the  family  of  the  victim  of  such  treat- 
ment, which  in  all  countries,  even  in  time  of  war.  would  have  raised  a 
imiversal  reprobation  and  led  to  an  inunediate  reparation.  It  is  nec- 
essary to  consider  in  the  second  place  that  M.  Jean  Maninat  was  the 
elder  of  the  family.  His  untimely  death  gave  a  blow  the  more  disas- 
trous to  the  house  of  Maninat  Brothers,  because  of  the  circumstances, 
difficult  for  every  commercial  enterprise.  Even  in  the  hypothesis 
that  the  affairs  of  this  company  may  have  been  jeopardized  for  some 
time,  which  is  not  in  any  way  proven,  but  which  w^ould  be  very 
likely  considering  the  state  of  the  country,  one  ought  to  recognize  that 
the  disappearance  of  the  head  of  the  house  was  not  calculated  to 
ameliorate  the  situation  of  the  firm.  We  know  besides,  by  the 
report  of  the  Venezuelan  commission  in  bankruptcy,  that  the  result 
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of  the  examination  of  the  books  and  of  the  correspondence  has  not 
resulted  in  finding  any  indication  of  fraud  or  of  culpability  on  the  part 
of  the  bankrupt,  and  on  the  contrary  permits  the  conclusion  that  the 
bankruptcy  was  caused  by  the  requisitions  and  exigencies  of  the  two 
parties  in  the  armed  struggle  continued  for  more  than  two  years. 

On  these  two  main  points  the  Venezuelan  Government  is  much 
involved  in  the  ruin  of  the  house  of  commerce,  Maninat  Brothers, 
which  must  have  had  a  considerable  capital,  if  one  can  judge  from  the 
extent  of  its  business  and  its  triple  establishment  at  Valencia,  Tina- 
quillo,  and  San  C4rlos. 

Finally,  so  far  as  concerns  the  denials  of  justice  of  which  M.  Pierre 
Maninat  has  been  the  victim  during  the  suit  which  on  the  occasion  of 
the  bankruptcy  he  had  to  present  before  the  different  judiciary 
powers,  nothing  seems  to  me  sufficiently  established  to  involve  the 
responsibiUty  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  and  justify  a  demand 
for  indemnity. 

The  reading  of  the  articles  merely  show  that  delays  have  been  pro- 
duced, and  they  are  not  exaggerated.  As  for  the  persecutions  of 
which  the  interested  party  would  have  been  the  object  on  the  part  of 
the  administrator  and  judiciary  authorities,  if  they  are  not  proven  by 
the  dossier,  it  is  almost  certain  that  they  have  not  been  spared  to  M. 
Pierre  Maninat.  I  wish  to  cite  as  proofs  of  this  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  French  and  Venezuelan  colonists  whom  I  have  ques- 
tioned during  my  journey  to  Valencia,  and  also  the  fact  that  M.  Pierre 
Maninat  has  had  to  leave  Valencia  and  go  to  establish  himself  at  Gua- 
temala, and  that  they  seem  to  have  made  his  departure  necessary. 

It  is  true,  on  the  other  hand,  and  that  has  been  confirmed  equally 
at  Valencia,  that  M.  Pierre  Maninat  brought  about  many  of  the  trou- 
bles which  he  had  to  undergo  by  his  gruffness  and  his  imprudent  man- 
ners. He  ought,  consequently,  to  take  upon  himself  more  of  the  blame 
for  his  misfortunes.  -  One  could,  however,  object  that  it  is  not  because 
a  pleader  is  sturdy  that  one  can  refuse  to  render  him  justice. 

Since  he  has  left  the  country  the  ill  will  of  Venezuelan  authorities 
has  continued  to  follow  M.  Pierre  Maninat.  They  have  raised  in  his 
way  a  thousand  difficulties  when  he  wished  to  have  deUvered  to  him 
copies  of  the  exhibits  of  his  suit.  These  copies  were  officially  refused 
the  minister  of  France,  who  demanded  them,  as  the  arrangement  in 
force  gave  him  a  right,  and  the  interested  party  had  to  resort  to  indi- 
rect means  and  to  pay  quite  a  large  sum  to  obtain  these  copies  which 
he  wanted  to  join  to  his  dossier.  For  all  these  reasons  I  have  thought 
that  the  indemnity  demanded  might  in  justice  be  reduced  to  500,000 
bolivars,  which  would  be  for  the  heirs  of  M.  Jean  Maninat  a  just 
recompense  for  the  death  of  their  brother  and  the  damage  which  pre- 
ceded and  followed  his  death. 
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My  colleague  has  not  shared  this  opinion.  He  concludes  first,  from 
the  fact  that  M.  Jean  Maninat  did  not  succumb  until  twenty-eight 
days  after  having  been  wounded,  that  the  wound  received  at  Tina- 
quillo  was  not  the  cause  of  his  death,  which  was  'Hhe  result  of  a 
disease  contracted  no  one  knows  in  what  manner  nor  from  what 
causes/'  The  certificate  of  Doctor  Revenga  attests,  however,  M. 
Jean  Maninat  has  died  from  traumatic  tetanus;  that  is  to  say,  of 
tetanus  following  his  wound.  We  know  that  tetanus  is  a  disease 
which  develops  only  in  those  who  are  wounded.  It  is  then  indubita- 
ble that  the  saber  blow  received  by  M.  Maninat  was  the  ef&cient  cause 
of  his  death,  since  the  death  was  caused  by  tetanus,  and  tetanus  is 
the  result  of  a  wound;  but  even  if  one  refuses  to  admit  it  contrary  to 
the  declaration  of  the  Venezuelan  doctor  and  also  contrary  to  the  evi- 
dence, it  remains,  nevertheless,  that  M.  Jean  Maninat  has  been  struck 
under  circumstances  of  which  we  are  acquainted ;  that  he  was  woxmded 
by  an  oflScer  at  headquarters  where  he  had  been  ordered  to  come  and 
where  nothing  proves  that  he  did  not  conduct  himself  conformably 
to  the  proprieties.  Even  if  not  followed  by  the  death  of  its  victim, 
this  cowardly  deed,  which  nothing  renders  doubtful  and  which  no  one 
thinks  a  benefit,  would  it  not  have  called  for  an  indemnity  so  much 
the  more  so  as  no  procedure  has  been  set  in  motion  against  the  guilty 
one?  Why  then  reject  entirely  the  claim?  Doctor  Patil  then  estab- 
lished that  M.  Jean  Maninat  not  having  invoked  a  civil  action  conse- 
quent upon  or  parallel  with  a  penal  action  because  of  a  tort  of  which  he 
was  the  victim,  the  responsibility  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  is 
not  involved,  that  resulting  only  from  a  denial  of  justice,  or  notorious 
injustice.  One  can  reply  that  none  of  the  numerous  strangers  injured 
in  the  course  of  the  Venezuelan  revolution  and  beneficiaries  to  this 
right  ot  indemnity  accorded  by  the  mixed  commission  have  appealed 
to  the  justice  of  tKe  country.  All  protocols  of  Washington,  Uke  the 
protocol  of  Paris,  have  had  precisely  for  their  end  to  take  away,  by  an 
exception,  entered  upon  by  its  own  free  will  so  far  as  concerns  France, 
by  the  Venezuelan  Government,  foreign  claimants  from  ordinary 
tribunals  to  iniemational  tribunals  before  whom  Venezuela  is  repre- 
sented. One  can  not  refuse  to  M.  Jean  Maninat  and  his  heirs  the 
privilege  granted  to  several  million  other  foreign  claimants  who  have 
been  benefited  by  this  exception  justified  by  the  circumstances.  It 
is  to  be  noted  that  the  protocols  do  not  speak  merely  of  denials  of 
justice.  They  concern  every  claim  of  whatever  nature  it  may  be. 
In  fact,  of  about  five  hundred  French  claimants  three  only  have 
claimed  for  denials  of  justice,  the  others,  like  the  Maninats,  not 
having  commenced  by  recourse  to  the  Venezuelan  justice  and  hav- 
ing directly  addressed  themselves  to  the  commissions  of  arbitration. 
As  for  the  investigation  ordered  by  the  local  authorities,  not  only  does 
it  not  seem  to  have  been  done  intending  to  bring  about  a  serious 
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result,  but  it  lacked  penalty;  besides  it  does  not  invalidate  in  any 
way  the  statement  of  the  victim. 

Moreover  the  Venezuelan  commissioner  holds  that  the  claim  of 
Pierre  Maninat  and  his  sisters  is  not  admissible  because  they  are 
Venezuelans  by  nationality,  being  bom  in  Venezuela,  but  Jean 
Maninat,  whose  death  and  material  losses  are  the  exclusive  grounds 
of  the  indemnity  to  be  awarded,  was  bom  in  France,  of  French  par- 
ents, and  never  did  acquire  Venezuelan  citizenship,  nor  did  he  lose 
his  French  nationality,  which,  on  the  other  hand,  no  one  has  ever  dis- 
puted. This  in  itself  is  sufficient,  no  matter  what  the  condition  of  the 
heirs  might  be,  to  submit  the  claim  to  the  commission  appointed  to 
hear  and  decide  on  French  claims.  But  I  consider  that  if  one  takes 
account  of  the  character  of  the  heirs,  the  mixed  commission  remains 
with  jurisdiction.  In  fact,  Pierre  Maninat  and  his  sisters  were  bom 
in  Venezuela,  but  of  French  parents;  they  enjoyed  then  two  nationali- 
ties at  once — at  their  birth  Frenchmen,  according  to  French  law,  Vene- 
zuelans according  to  Venezuelan  law.  This  is  indisputable,  but  when 
the  protocol  mentions  ^'claims  for  indemnities  entered  by  French- 
men," this  means  claims  presented  by  persons  whose  protection  the 
French  Government  endeavors  to  insure,  because  they  are  recog- 
nized as  French  citizens  by  the  French  laws.  The  protocol  does  not 
specify  in  any  manner  that  the  laws  of  Venezuela  should  also  recog- 
nize such  persons  as  French  citizens.  On  the  contrary,  all  the  pro- 
tocols signed  in  Washington  last  year  between  Venezuela  and  the 
foreign  powers  have  expressly  estabUshed  that  local  legislation  was 
not  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  Besides,  two  of  the  sisters  of  Jean 
Maninat  have  assuredly  lost  their  Venezuelan  nationaUty  and  are 
exclusively  French,  since  they^  have  married  Frenchmen,  Messrs. 
Coss6  and  Beguerisse.  Mile.  Jeanne  Maninat  has  been  away  from 
Venezuela  since  her  cnildhood  and  lives  in  Peru.  M.  Pierre  Maninat 
has  never  declared  himself  Venezuelan  and  has  always  maintained 
the  title  of  a  Frenchman.  He  left  Valencia  without  intention  of 
returning  and  has  settlea  at  Guatemala.  Finally,  he  has  fulfilled  his 
military  obligation  according  to  the  French  law,  and  the  French  con- 
sular agents  at  Caracas  and  Valencia,  at  Puerto  Cabello  and  at  Guate- 
mala, have  already  written  him  on  their  registers  of  matriculation  of 
French  citizens.  In  an  analogous  case,  that  of  M.  Piton,  Doctor  Patil 
has  recognized  without  difficulty  the  jurisdiction  of  the  mixed  com- 
mission and  M.  Piton  has  obtained  a  large  indemnity.  As  for  the 
fourth  sister,  Madame  Saldfas,  she  has  married  a  Peruvian  and  she 
has  not  lost  her  French  nationality  unless  the  Peruvian  law  accords 
the  nationality  o '  her  husband.  In  this  case  she  has  also  lost  her  Ven^ 
zuelan  nationality;  but  even  as  to  this  last  mentioned,  the  only  one 
among  the  heirs  of  M.  Maninat  whose  nationality  may  be  doubtful, 
the  commission  of  arbitration  is  competent  to  accord  to  her  an  indem- 
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nity,  since  she  presents  herself  only  as  the  heir  of  a  claimant  who 
enjoyed  exclusively  French  nationality. 

FinaUy,  we  ought  not  to  forget  that  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
protocol  an  indemnity  ought  to  be  paid  in  bonds  of  diplomatic  debts 
and  not  in  gold.  Thanks  to  this  concession  granted  to  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government  by  the  French  Government  to  permit  her  to  pay 
her  debts  with  greater  ease,  the  figure  of  indemnities  accorded  to 
Frenchmen  finds  itself  singularly  reduced  in  reality  while  the  indem- 
nities of  other  foreigners  are  payable  in  gold  and  4o  not  undergo  any 
decrease  on  the  fixed  amount.  The  bonds  issued  by  the  Venezuelan 
Grovemment  sustain  at  this  moment  a  depreciation  of  60  per  cent  of 
their  nominal  value.  The  result  would  be  then,  if  the  umpire  shares 
the  sentiment  of  the  French  arbitrator  and  recognizes  for  those  inters 
ested  an  indemnity  of  500,000  boUvars,  a  sum  of  200,000  bohvars 
in  gold  would  be  paid  to  the  heirs  of  M.  Jean  Maninat  by  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government. 

ADDITIONAL  OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZX7ELAN  OOMMISSIONEB. 

The  claim  imder  discussion  was  made  by  M.  Pedro  Maninat  on 
April  19,  1901,  as  shown  in  his  communication  from  the  city  of  Lima, 
bearing  said  date,  addressed  to  his  excellency  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  for  France  (Exhibit  3,  document  59).  Subsequent  to  this,  in  a 
letter  dated  at  the  said  city  of  Lima  on  March  2, 1903,  Justina  Maninat, 
widow  of  Coss6,  informed  the  French  minister  in  Caracas,  M.  Wiener, 
that  she  was  a  sister  of  the  deceased  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  having 
an  interest  as  such  in  the  claim  entered  by  Pedro  Maninat,  and  that 
there  were  three  other  sisters,  Clotilde  Maninat  de  Saldlas,  resident  in 
Lima;  Juana  Maninat,  resident  in  the  same  city,  and  Josefina  Maninat 
de  Beguerisse,  residing  in  Guatemala  (Exhibit  3,  document  62). 

Among  the  documents  delivered  to  the  French  commissioner  sub- 
sequent to  the  meeting  of  May  19,  1903,  when  I  rendered  my  opinion 
on  the  subject — documents  which  have  now  come  to  my  notice — 
there  are  two  letters  dated  at  Lima  on  March  24  and  April  22,  1903, 
bearing  the  signatures  of  Clotilde  Maninat,  wife  of  Saldlas,  and  duly 
authorized  by  her  husband,  Eulogio  S.  Saldias ;  Justina  Maninat,  widow 
of  Coss6,  and  Juana  Maninat,  who,  of  their  own  personal  accord,  and 
desirous  of  maintaining  their  legitimate  rights,  urge  upon  the  French 
minister  in  Caracas  the  continuation  to  a  successful  issue  of  the  claim 
entered  by  their  brother,  Pedro  Maninat,  now  a  resident  of  Guatemala, 
and  formerly  of  Lima.  Neither  at  the  time  of  the  meeting  of  May  19, 
1903,  nor  in  conjunction  with  the  new  documents  produced,  has  any 
proof  whatever  been  introduced  showing  that  the  aforesaid  Josefma 
Maninat  de  Beguerisse,  who,  it  is  averred,  resides  in  Guatemala,  claims 
any  sum  whatever  from  the  Venezuelan  Government,  nor  that  either 
the  lady  herself  or  her  husband,  Charles  Beguerisse,  may  have  given 
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their  Gonsent  and  authority  to  introduce  their  names  and  persons  in 
this  claim,  an  indispensable  requisite  to  become  a  party  to  the  case. 

It  becomes  necessary  to  point  out  the  several  grounds,  growing  out 
of  facts  of  very  different  nature,  advanced  by  Pedro  Maninat  and  his 
sisters  Clotilde,  Justina,  and  Juana,  upon  which  rest  their  claim  for 
the  sum  of  2,000,000  francs.  Some  of  these  grounds  are  made  to 
originate  at  the  death  of  M.  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  which  took  place 
in  May,  1898,  as  it  is  averred  that  his  death  was  the  result  of  a  wound 
received  by  him  in  the  general  headquarters  of  the  Government 
troops,  and  because  of  the  damages  sustained  thereby  by  the  firm  of 
'^Maninat  Brothers,''  which  it  is  claimed  was  compelled  to  go  into 
liquidation  after  the  death  of  the  head  of  the  firm.  Other  grounds  are 
based  upon  certain  requisitions  and  seizures  made  upon  the  property 
of  the  firm  by  both  the  Government  and  the  revolutionary  troops  and 
upon  the  persecutions  and  denial  of  justice  of  which  Pedro  Maninat 
claims  to  have  been  the  victim  in  subsequent  years  and  while  he  was 
engaged  in  defending  his  rights. 

The  French  commissioner  in  his  opinion  deems  an  indemnity  of 
600,000  bolivars  to  be  a  fair  compensation  for  the  heirs  of  Juan 
Maninat,  by  reason  of  the  death  of  a  brother  and  because  of  the  dam- 
ages suffered  before  and  after  his  death;  and  as  regards  the  denials  of 
justice  of  which  Pedro  Maninat  complains  as  having  occurred  during 
the  proceedings  originating  in  the  failure  of  ^'Maninat  Brothers,''  the 
commissioner  does  not  deem  the  claim  sufficiently  substantiated  to 
affect  the  responsibility  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  and  to  justify 
a  demand  for  indemnification. 

Therefore  our  opinions  as  commissioners  differ  on  points  relating  to 
the  several  questions  directly  connected  with  the  wounding  and 
death  of  M.  Juan  Bautista  Maninat;  to  the  persons  of  the  claimants 
Pedro,  Clotilde,  Justina  and  Juana  Maninat,  and  in  the  matter  of  the 
liability  of  the  Venezuelan  Government.  All  these  questions  must  be 
investigated  and  decided  by  the  light  of  the  principles  and  precedents 
established  by  international  law,  the  Venezuelan  laws  applicable  to 
the  case,  and  the  soimd  and  just  consideration  of  such  facts  as  are 
fully  verified. 

The  learned  commissioner  for  France  makes  the  following  state- 
ment on  page  8  of  his  opinion:® 

The  Venezuelan  commissioner  holds  that  the  claim  of  Pedro  Maninat  and  his  sisters  is  not 
admissible,  because  they  are  Venezuelans  by  nationality,  being  bom  in  Venezuela,  but  Juan 
Maninat,  whose  death  and  material  losses  are  the  exclusive  grounds  (sujet)  of  the  indem- 
nity to  be  awarded,  was  bom  in  France  of  French  parents  and  did  never  acquire  Venezuelan 
citizenship,  nor  did  he  lose  his  French  nationality,  which,  on  the  other  hand,  no  one  has 
ever  disputed.  This  in  itself  is  sufficient^  no  matter  what  the  condition  cf  the  heirs  might 
he,  to  submit  the  claim  to  the  commission  appointed  to  hear  and  decide  on  ''  French 
claims." 

a  Page  54. 
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According  to  the  sound  principles  of  international  law,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  admit  the  opinion  held  by  my  learned  colleague  that,  no  matter 
what  the  condition  or  nationality  of  the  claimants  or  heirs  might  be, 
it  suffices  that  the  bonds  of  kinship  exist  between  them  and  the  per- 
son wronged  and  that  such  person  be  or  might  have  been  of  French 
nationaUty  for  the  case  to  come  imder  the  claims  commission,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  hear  and  decide  on '  *  French  claims/' 

The  jurisdiction  of  this  claims  commission,  according  to  the  plain 
and  precise  terms  of  the  Paris  protocol  of  February  17,  1902,  to  which 
it  owes  its  existence,  can  not  embrace  other  claims  for  indemnification 
beyond  those  ^'entered  by  Frenchmen,''  it  being,  therefore,  indis- 
pensable to  prove  that  the  nationaUty  of  the  claimant  was  solely  and 
exclusively  French. 

It  can  not  therefore  be  held  imder  any  circimistances  whatever  that, 
no  matter  what  the  nationaUty  of  the  claimant  might  be,  the  condition 
of  being  heir  to  a  person  who  was  a  Frenchman  at  the  time  of  his  death 
is  enough  to  bring  such  claim  imder  the  jiuisdiction  of  this  commission. 
In  support  of  my  opinion  the  following  quotations  are  pertinent: 

Sir  Edward  Thornton,  umpire  for  the  commission  of  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  under  the  convention  of  July  4,  1868,  makes  the 
following  statement: 

As  therefore  \fr.  lizardi's  niece  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  as  she  would  be 
the  beneficiary  of  whatever  award  the  commissioners  might  make,  the  umpire  is  decidedly 
of  the  opinion  that  the  case  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  commission.  Even  if  the 
uncle,  Mr.  lizardi,  had  been  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  which  the  umpire  does  not 
admit,  whatever  may  have  been  the  merits  of  the  case  the  jurisdiction  of  the  commission 
would  have  ceased  on  the  death  of  Mr.  lizardi.     (Moore  Int.  Arb.,  Vol.  3,  2483.) 

In  the  case  of  EUse  Lebret  before  the  Franco- American  conmiission 
the  counsel  for  the  United  States  said: 

When  the  treaty  pledges  compensation  by  France  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  it  refers 
to  those  persons  cnly  whose  cUizenship  in  the  United  States  is  not  qualified  or  compromised 
hy  allegiance  to  Franeej  and  that  when  the  treaty  pledges  compensation  by  the  United  States 
to  citizens  of  France  reference  is  made  to  those  persons  only  who  are  not  only  citizens  of 
FraneSf  but  uiho  are  also  not  included  among  the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

It  can  not  be  assumed  of  either  government  that  it  intended  to  compensate  persons  whom 
it  claims  as  its  own  citizens,  and  that  through  the  agency  of  another  government.  (Moore, 
Vol.  3,  2491;  48th  Cong.,  2d  sess.  Ex.  Doc.  235  (Boutwell's  Report),  p.  129.) 

It  has  been  shown  that  there  exist  precedents  of  mixed  commissions 
in  which  France  was  represented,  when  it  was  estabhshed  that  it  does 
not  matter  whether  the  claim  has  been  or  may  have  been  originally  a 
French  claim,  if  before  or  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  concluded  it  had 
ceased  to  be  such,  and  that  the  holder  of  the  claim  can  not  invoke  his 
govemnient's  mediation  and  protection. 
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The  following  principles  were  established  by  the  commission  cre- 
ated by  the  protocol  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France 
July  4, 1831,  as  the  rules  governing  the  commission: 

It  was  of  course  indispensable  to  the  validity  of  a  reclamation  before  the  commissioners 
that  it  should  be  altogether  xVmerican.  This  character  was  held  by  them  to  belong  only  to 
cases  where  the  individual  in  whose  name  the  claim  was  preferred  had  been  an  American  citizen 
at  the  time  of  the  wrongful  act  and  entitled  as  such  to  invoke  the  protection  of  the  United 
States  for  the  property  which  was  the  subject  of  the  wrong,  and  where  the  claim  up  to  the  date 
of  the  convention  had  at  all  times  belonged  to  American  citizens. 

It  was  necessary  for  the  claimant  to  show  not  only  that  his  property  was  American  when 
the  claim  originated,  but  that  the  ownership  of  the  claim  was  stiii  American  when  the  con- 
vention went  into  effect.  *  *  *  Nor  could  a  claim  that  lost  its-  American  character 
ever  resume  it  if  it  had  heretofore  passed  into  the  possession  of  a  foreigner  or  of  one  otherwise 
incapacitated  to  claim  before  the  conmiission.  (Moore,  Int.  Arb.,  vol.  3,  23B8;  Vr-nezuelan 
Arbitrations  of  1903,  p.  74.) 

As  a  precedent  bearing  upon  the  personal  circumstances  of  the 
claimants,  Pedro  Maninat  and  sisters,  that  of  Julio  Alvarez  against 
Mexico,  and  the  opinion  of  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  umpire,  rendered 
October  30,  1876,  may  be  cited,  as  well  us  that  of  Herman  F.  Wulff 
against  Mexico.     (Moore,  note  pp.  1353-1354). 

*  *  *  the  umpire  CAn  not  acquiesce  in  the  arguments  put  forward  by  the  counsel  for  the 
claimant,  v^voever  that  claimant  may  be.  He  is  of  the  opinion  that  not  only  must  it  be  proved 
that  the  person  to  whom  the  injury  was  done  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  but  also 
that  the  direct  recipients  of  the  award  are  citizens  of  the  United  States^  whether  these  benefi- 
ciaries be  heirs  or  in  failure  of  them  creditors. 

The  principle  goreming  the  matter  under  discussion  of  the  nation- 
ality of  the  claimant  is  stated  by  Moore,  page  1353,  as  follows : 

♦  *  *  where  the  nationality  of  the  owner  of  a  claim,  originally  American  or  Mexican  had 
for  any  cause  changed,  it  was  held  that  the  claim  could  not  be  entertained.  Thus,  where  the 
ancestor y  who  was  the  original  owner,  had  died,  it  was  held  that  the  heir  could  not  appear  as 
a  claimant  unless  his  nationality  was  the  same  as  that  of  his  ancestor.  The  person  who  had 
the  "right  to  the  award"  must,  it  was  further  held,  be  considered  as  *'the  real  claimant" 
by  the  commission,  and  whoever  he  might  be  "  must  prove  himself  to  be  a  citizen  "  of  the  Grov- 
emment  by  which  the  claim  was  presented. 

Juan  Maninat  did  not  establish  any  claim  against  the  Venezuelan 
Government  because  of  his  wound,  nor  because  of  damages  to  or 
seizure  of  his  property.  During  the  twenty-eight  days  which  elapsed 
between  his  wounding  and  May  8,  1898,  when  he  was  taken  with 'trau- 
matic tetanus,  it  only  appears  from  a  long  letter  in  his  own  handwrit- 
ing, consisting  of  7  pages,  addressed  from  Valencia  on  April  26, 
1898,  to  M.  Qui6vreux,  the  French  consul  in  Caracas,  that  having 
recovered  from  the  wound  he  was  about  to  give  him  details  of  the 
attempt  at  assassination  to  which  he  was  a  victim  on  April  15,  in  the 
presence  of  General  Vizcarrondo,  chief  of  the  general  staflF  of  General 
Crespo,  and  that  he  might  perhaps  state  (without  affirming  the  fact, 
however),  at  the  instigation  of  said  General  Vizcarrondo.  After  a 
minute  statement  of  the  facts  leading  to  the  wound  and  of  the  wound 
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itself,  he  asks  the  French  consul  for  the  mediation  of  the  French  Gov- 
ernment, stating  that  the  attack  upon  him  was  an  insult  and  that  the 
French  colony  of  Valencia  and  the  neighboring  towns  suflFering  from 
the  evils  of  war  were  indignant  and  demanded  justice  to  be  done. 

'*If  such  deed  should  go  unpunished  our  interests  and  our  lives 
would  be  forever  jeopardized,"  Maninat  states  at  the  end  of  the 
aforementioned  letter. 

This  letter,  as  shown  by  note  No.  19,  gave  rise  to  the  official  com- 
munication sent  by  M.  Qui6vreux,  vice-consul  of  France  in  Caracas, 
to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  transmitting  the  original  letter  of  M. 
Juan  Bautista  Maninat;  and  somewhat  later.  May  24,  the  same  con- 
sular officer  wrote  again  to  the  above-mentioned  minister,  informing 
him  of  the  death  of  M.  Maninat,  produced  by  the  disease  called  trau- 
matic tetanus.  From  that  date  to  the  day  when  the  claim  was 
entered  by  Pedro  Maninat  before  the  French  minister,  three  years 
later,  no  other  mention  whatever  was  made  of  this  matter. 

From  the  documents  submitted,  it  does  not  appear  that  Juan 
Bautista  Maninat,  the  aggrieved  party,  who  during  his  convalescence 
was  able  to  personally  enter  a  claim  against  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment, did  ever  enter  such  claim,  naming  in  money  the  compensation  for 
the  injury  and  the  damages  sustained  by  his  person  and  his  property; 
neither  does  it  appear  that  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France 
had  demanded  from  the  Venezuelan  Government  an  apology  to  the 
French  nation  as  a  nation,  because  of  the  wound  received  by  Mani- 
nat, nor  that  it  had  been  ever  pretended  to  make  the  Government 
authorities  responsible  for  a  deed  which  the  victim  himself  qualifies  as 
an  outrage  to  the  French  colony. 

Moreover,  it  can  not  be  claimed  that  because  the  wrong  done  to  a 
citizen  or  subject  of  another  nation  involves  a  breach  of  international 
law,  the  nationality  of  the  aggrieved  party  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration to  maintain  that  the  vrrong  survives,  still  preserving  its 
original  nature,  and  that  it  is  a  matter  to  be  submitted  to  a  court  of 
the  nature  of  the  present  court,  even  in  the  case  that  the  aggrieved 
party  be  dead  or  has  changed  his  nationality,  or  the  right  to  indemnifi- 
cation is  claimed  by  persons  of  a  different  nationaUty  in  the  capacity 
of  heirs  or  creditors. 

Ralston,  umpire  for  the  Venezuelan  and  Italian  Claims  Commission 
created  by  the  Washington  protocol  of  February  13,  1903,  in  the  case 
of  Miliani  against  Venezuela,  sets  forth: 

While  it  remains  true  that  an  offense  to  a  citizen  is  an  offense  to  the  nation,  nevertheless 
the  claimant  before  an  international  tribunal  is  ordinarily  the  nation  on  behalf  of  its  citizen. 
Rarely  ever  the  nation  can  be  said  to  have  a  right  which  survives  when  its  citizen  no  longer 
belongs  to  it.    ^Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston's  Report,  p.  762.) 

Dealing  with  the  same  subject,  the  honorable  umpire,  Mr.  Plumley, 
in  the  case  of  Stevenson  against  Venezuela,  before  the  Venezuelan  and 
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British  Claims  Commission,  under  the  Washington  protocol,  February 
13, 1903,  makes  the  following  statement: 

YThile  the  poeitioD  of  the  learned  agent  for  Great  Britain  is  undoubtedly  correct,  that 
underlying  every  claim  for  allowance  before  international  tribunals,  there  is  always  the  indig- 
nity to  the  nation  throu^  its  national  by  the  respondent  Government,  there  is  always  in 
commissions  of  this  character  an  injured  national  capable  of  claiming  and  receiving  money 
compensation  from  the  offending -and  respondent  Government.  ♦  *  *  To  have  meas- 
ured in  money  by  a  third  and  different  party  the  indignity  put  upon  one's  flag  or  brou^t 
upon  one's  country  is  something  to  which  nations  do  not  ordinarily  consent. 

Such  values  are  ordinarily  fixed  by  the  offended  party  and  declared  in  its  own  sovereign 
voice,  and  is  oijdinarily  wholly  punitive  in  its  character,  not  remedial,  not  compensatory. 
(Ralston's  Report,  pp.  450, 451.) 

Juan  Bautista  Maninat  having  died  without  having  entered  during 
his  life  any  pecuniary  claim  whatever  against  the  Venezuelan  Grovem- 
ment  because  of  the  wound  and  damages  sustained  by  him,  no  actu- 
ally existing  property  or  vested  rights  which  might  be  considered  as 
having  survived  his  death  and  capable  of  conveyance  and  continuation 
were  transmitted  to  his  heirs.  The  award  in  the  case  of  Oscar  Chopin 
against  the  United  States  imder  the  convention  of  January  15,  1890, 
can  not  be  appUed  to  the  present  claim.  The  Chopin  claim  was 
entered  on  behalf  of  Oscar  Chopin  himself  and  three  other  heirs  to  Jean 
Baptiste  Chopin,  formerly  a  French  citizen,  resident  in  Louisiana,  and 
who  died  in  1870,  leaving  as  a  portion  of  his  estate  the  claim  in  ques- 
tion. BoutwelFs  report  refers  to  the  award  in  favor  of  the  claimants 
for  a  certain  sum  and  makes  the  following  comments : 

It  may,  however,  be  assumed  fairly  that  the  commission  were  of  opinion  that  the  children 
of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  although  bom  in  this  countiy,  were  citizens  of  France,  and  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  death  of  Oscar  Chopin  occurred  after  the  roHJicaHon  of  the  treaty  and  afUr 
the  presentation  of  the  memorial,  his  right  to  reclamation  had  become  so  vested  that  it 
descended  to  his  children,  independently  of  the  question  of  their  citizenship  in  France,  a 

The  claim  first  made  before  the  Government  of  France  by  Pedro 
Maninat,  three  years  after  the  death  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  and 
subsequently  supported  by  his  sisters,  does  not  constitute  the  exercise 
of  any  rights  of  inheritance  which  at  the  time  of  Maninat' s  death  were 
a  portion  of  the  estate,  which  could  have  been  transferred  to  his  sisters 
as  heirs  independently  of  the  question  of  citizenship.  The  claim 
originated  three  years  after  the  death  of  the  de  cujus  and  is  solely 
based,  as  the  French  commissioner  says,  on  the  death  and  material  losses 
sustained  before  and  after  such  death. 

The  origin,  the  nature,  and  the  moment  when  the  pretension  of  the 
claimants  came  into  life  being  so  clearly  and  precisely  estabUshed,  and 
leaving  aside  the  question  of  their  capacity  as  heirs,  as  no  property  or 
right  belonging  to  the  estate  of  the  deceased  Juan  Bautista  Maninat 
is  involved,  we  have  to  deal  in  the  first  place  with  the  question  of  the 

a  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  House  of  Representatives  Ex.  Doc.  No.  235, 
Forty-eighth  Cong.,  2d  sees.  (Boutwell's  Report),  p.  83. 


ADDITIONAL    OPIiaON   OF   VENEZUELAN   COMMI88IONEB.        61 

nationality  of  the  plaintiffs  who  have  entered  the  claim  for  indemnifi- 
cation^ viz,  Pedro,  Juana,  Justina,  and  Josefina  Maninat^  and  later 
with  the  question  of  the  right  they  may  show  as  the  wronged  parties 
because  of  the  death  of  their  brother,  and  the  liability  such  death  may 
cause  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  in  view  of  the  established  facts 
only. 

From  the  statements  subscribed  to  by  Pedro  Maninat  and  by 
Clotilde  Maninat  de  Sa'ldias,  by  Justina  Maninat,  widow  Coss6,  and  by 
Jeanne  Maninat,  marked  with  the  numbers  5  and  8,  which  documents 
are  a  part  of  those  submitted  after  the  session  of  the  commission  on 
May  19,  1903,  it  appears  from  the  confession  of  the  deponents  them- 
selves that  Pedro,  Clotilde  de  Saldfas,  and  Juana  Maninat  were  bom  in 
Venezuelan  territory,  being,  therefore,  Venezuelans  by  birth  accord- 
ing to  Venezuelan  laws. 

As  regards  Josefina  Maninat  de  Beguerisse,  a  resident  of  Guatemala, 
not  only  has  the  fact  of  her  being  bom  on  French  soil  not  been  estab- 
lished because  the  proper  entry  in  the  respective  registers  of  births  has 
not  been  submitted  as  required,  but  she  has  not  made  any  claim 
against  the  Venezuelan  Government,  nor  does  it  appear  that  her  hus- 
band has  authorized  the  action  which  her  sisters  residing  in  Lima  have 
taken  in  her  behalf.  A  certificate  signed  by  the  charg6  d'affaires  of 
'  France  in  Guatemala  has  been  produced  to  show  that  in  the  register  of 
citizenship  of  the  legation  there  exists  an  entry  under  No.  547,  dated 
on  July  24, 1903 — that  is  to  say,  after  the  investigation  and  opinion  of 
the  arbitrators  on  this  claim  had  been  closed,  May  19,  1903 — to  the 
effect  that  Charles  Beguerisse  was  bom  in  Puebla,  a  city  of  Mexico, 
in  1859,  and  was  married  in  Panama  to  Josefina  Maninat  in  1886. 
Such  entry  does  not  in  itself  constitute  a  trustworthy  proof  of  the 
French  nationaUty  of  Charles  Beguerisse,  the  husband  of  Josefina 
Maninat;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  fact  of  Beguerisse's  birth  in  a 
Mexican  city  shows  prima  facie  that  he  is  a  Mexican  citizen  accord- 
ing to  the  principle  jure  territorii  adopted  by  the  Central  and  South 
American  RepubUcs. 

Justina  Maninat,  widow  Coss6,  has  not  established  her  French 
nationality  and  the  authenticated  copy  of  her  certificate  of  marriage 
in  the  city  of  Panama  to  Jos^  Carlos  Coss6,  wherein  it  is  stated  that  she 
is  a  native  of  Tarbes,  France,  is  not  the  proof  of  such  fact,  but  merely 
a  reference  made  to  it  before  the  priest  of  the  parish  in  Panama,  and 
can  not  be  substituted  for  the  evidence  afforded  by  the  record  of  the 
certificate  of  birth  in  Tarbes,  which  the  claimant  could  have  well 
obtained  since  this  claim  was  introduced,  four  years  ago.  In  the 
absence  of  such  document,  which  is  the  only  evidence  that  could  prove 
the  fact  of  the  birth  in  Tarbes,  the  presumption  prevails  of  her  birth  in 
Venezuela,  as  well  as  that  of  all  her  sisters  and  brothers,  except  Juan 
Bautista^  whose  birth  in  Tarbes  is  shown  by  the  certificate  of  the  mayor 
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of  that  town.  This  certificate  is  among  the  documents  lately  submits 
ted.  As  the  above-mentioned  Justina  is  at  present  the  widow  of 
Coss6,  and  was  his  widow  on  March  2,  1903,  when  she  joined  issue  in 
the  claim  entered  by  her  brother,  Pedro  Maninat,  she  comes  under  the 
provision  of  the  Venezuelan  laws,  establishing  that  a  Venezuelan 
woman  married  to  a  foreigner  recovers  her  lost  nationaUty  when  she 
becomes  a  widow. 

Besides  the  confessions  of  the  parties  themselves,  upon  whom 
devolves  the  duty  of  establishing  the  facts  of  their  nationality,  stating 
that  three  of  them  were  bom  in  Venezuela  (Pedro,  Juana,  and  Clotilde 
de  Saldias),  the  Venezuelan  Government  has  submitted  to  me  the 
respective  certificates  which  I  append  to  this  opinion,  establishing  the 
fact  that  Pedro  and  ClotUde  Maninat  were  bom  within  Venezuelan 
territory.  Clotilde  Maninat  having  married  Don  Eulogio  S.  Saldias, 
a  lieutenant  in  the  Peruvian  navy,  has  acquired  the  nationality  of  her 
husband. 

Pedro  Maninat,  besides  being  a  Venezuelan  by  birth,  according  to 
the  Venezuelan  laws,  has  submitted  a  certificate  issued  by  the  vice- 
consul  in  charge  of  the  French  legation  in  Caracas,  by  which  it  appears 
that  on  March  23,  1899,  almost  a  year  after  the  death  of  his  brother, 
Juan  Bautista,  he  appeared  beforethe  French  vice-consul  in  the  same 
city  and  made  a  declaration  to  the  effect  that  he  regretted  not  having 
complied  with  the  military  service  of  the  class  of  1883,  requesting  that 
a  certificate  be  issued  to  him  showing  that  he  had  made  such  avowal 
in  order  to  secure,  if  needed,  his  return  to  France,  binding  himself  to 
place  himself  immediately  after  his  arrival  in  France  at  the  disposal  of 
the  proper  authorities,  by  whose  decision  in  the  matter  he  would 
abide.  This  act  and  the  subsequent  declaration  made  by  him  in 
Guatemala  at  the  French  legation  as  a  French  citizen — the  fact  of  his 
having  returned  to  France  and  fulfilled  his  military  obligations  not 
being  established — clearly  show  that  they  were  performed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  out  a  case  against  the  Venezuelan  Government  and  to 
arm  himself  with  a  sham  French  citizenship — for  the  want  of  a  legiti- 
mate citizenship  of  long  standing — to  use  it  against  the  country  within 
which  he  was  bom.  The  case  of  Charles  Piton,  quoted  by  M.  de  Peretti 
de  la  Rocca,  is  in  no  way  similar  to  the  one  under  consideration  either 
from  the  standpoint  of  proofs  shown  by  M.  Piton  to  establish  his 
French  citizenship,  which  was  never  contested,  or  from  the  circum- 
stances attending  his  claim. 

The  French  commissioner  is  of  the  opinion  that  this  commission  is 
competent  to  hear  this  claim,  because,  although  Pedro  Maninat  and 
his  sisters  were  bom  in  Venezuela,  they  are  the  issue  of  French  parents 
and  had  two  nationalities  at  the  moment  of  their  birth — French, 
according  to  the  French  laws,  and  Venezuelan  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  Venezuela. 
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My  learned  colleague  states : 

This  is  indisputable,  but  when  the  protocol  mentions  claims  for  indemnities  entered  by 
"Frenchmen,"  this  means  claims  submitted  by  persons  whose  protection  the  French  Gov- 
ernment endeavors  to  insure,  because  they  are  recognized  as  French  citizens  by  the  French 
laws.  The  protocol  does  not  specify  in  any  manner  that  the  laws  of  Venezuela  should  also 
recognize  such  persons  as  French  citizens.  On  the  contrary,  all  the  protocols  signed  in 
Washington  last  year  between  Venezuela  and  the  foreign  powers  have  expressly  established 
that  "local  legislation"  was  not  to  be  taken  into  consideration." 

Such  is  the  opmion  of  my  learned  colleague.  Now  let  us  see  what 
has  been  decided  by  the  learned  umpires  upon  whom  has  devolved  the 
duty  of  determining  the  question  of  conflicting  nationality  at  different 
times  and  in  different  commissions,  decisions  which,  by  reason  of  their 
uniformity  and  the  enlightened  doctrines  they  contain,  have  erected 
as  principles  of  international  law  the  ruling  that,  in  case  of  conflicting 
laws  creating  a  double  citizenship;  the  law  of  the  respondent  nation 
controls,  and  also  that,  in  cases  of  double  citizenship,  neither  country 
can  claim  against  the  other  nation,  although  it  may  claim  against  All 
other  nations.  Let  me  state  at  this  juncture  that  there  is  no  simi- 
larity between  the  Paris  protocol  of  February  19, 1902,  controlling  this 
commission,  and  the  protocols  signed  at  Washington  in  1903,  quoted 
by  my  learned  colleague  in  regard  to  the  suppression  of  the  'tech- 
nicalities of  local  legislation.''  The  Paris  protocol  does  not  deal  with 
this  question,  and  it  is  a  well  known  fact  that  in  the  matter  of  authority 
or  powers  in  themselves  an  exception  to  the  general  rules  universally 
applied,  such  authority  or  powers  must  be  expressly  and  formally 
stipulated,  as  was  purposely  done  in  the  Washington  protocols.  The 
Paris  protocol  created  a  mixed  arbitration  court  to  hear  and  decide 
upon  all  claims  for  indemnification  entered  by  French  citizens,  but 
did  not  except  this  commission  from  making  its  awards  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  international  law  generally  admitted 
and  with  the  local  laws  in  such  cases  as  they  may  properly  apply. 
On  the  other  hand — and  this  is  merely  a  casual  remark — the  provision 
to  which  my  learned  colleague  refers,  stipulated  in  the  Washington 
protocols,  does  not  establish  any  distinctions  between  the  local  legis- 
lation of  either  of  the  contracting  parties.  Why  should  this  discrimi- 
nation in  regard  to  local  legislation  be  applicable  only  to  Venezuela? 
What  are  the  grounds  for  such  strange  interpretation?  .,{ 

In  regard  to  conflicting  citizenship  the  precedents  and  opinions 
quoted  below  may  be  submitted,  deciding  the  point  always  in  favor  of 
the  country  against  which  the  claim  has  been  entered. 

Commissioner  Finlay  in  the  case  of  Hammer  et  al.  against  Venezuela 
states  the  following: 

Whatever  rights  the  United  States  has  in  its  power  to  bestow  will  unquestionably  pass 
under  the  law  establishing  the  status  of  citizenship  in  favor  of  nonresident  aliens,  including 

a  Page  54, 
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the  right  to  take  property  by  descent  and  succession  and  the  right  to  prosecute  any  claim 
against  the  United  States;  but  more  than  this  cannot  be  done  without  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  other  states  and  involving  them  and  herself  in  ooniQicting  claims  of  the  most  absurd 
character.     (Moore,  p.  2460.) 

The  reasons  advanced  by  the  American  commissioner  which  were 
approved  by  the  umpire,  Coimt  Corti,  of  the  British-American  Claims 
Commission,  are  in  toto  applicable  to  the  question  of  a  double  citizen- 
ship.    The  opinion  referred  to  is  the  following : 

To  treat  his  grievances  (the  claimant's  grievances)  against  that  other  sovereign  as  subjects 
of  international  concern  would  be  to  claim  a  jurisdiction  paramount  to  that  of  the  other 
nation  of  which  he  is  also  a  subject.  Complications  would  inevitably  result,  for  no  Gov- 
ernment would  recognize  the  right  of  another  to  interfere  thus  in  behalf  of  one  whom  it 
regarded  as  a  subject  of  its  own.  It  has  certainly  not  been  the  practice  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  in  such  cases,  and  it  is  not  easy  to  believe  that  either  Government  meant 
to  provide  for  them  by  this  treaty.     (Alexander  v.  U.  S.  Moore,  p.  2531.) 

The  same  rule  is  found  in  Cogordan  (Citizenship,  p.  39),  who  has 
called  attention  to  the  eminently  practical  spirit  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment, as  shown  in  the  correspondence  between  Lord  Malmesbury  and 
Lord  Cowley,  ambassador  in  Paris,  when,  under  date  of  March  13, 
1858,  he  states  that,  if  England  did  recognize  as  British  subjects  the 
children  bom  in  England  of  foreign  parents,  she  did  not  pretend  to 
protect  them  as  such  against  the  authorities  of  the  country  of  such 
parents  claiming  them,  particularly  when  they  had  voluntarily 
returned  to  such  country;  or,  in  other  words,  Frenchmen  bom  in 
England  would  be  protected  in  Germany,  Italy,  or  any  other  country 
except  France,  where  they  could  be  legally  called  to  serve  in  the  army. 

Tchernoff  (Protection  des  Nationaux  R6sidant  k  Pfitranger  p.  470) 
says: 

Any  person  having  a  double  citizenship  can  enjoy  but  one  within  the  territory  of  each 
of  the  states  which  hold  him  as  a  subject.    Such  is  the  practice  in  En^^d  and  Switzerland. 

The  foregoing  opinions  agree  with  those  of  the  conrnussioner  of  the 
United  States  in  the  case  of  Elise  Lebret  before  the  Franco-American 
Commission,  above  mentioned.  Notice  should  be  taken  of  the 
opinions  of  Phillimore,  Blackstone  (Cooley's  Vol.  I,  p.  369)  1,  Hale's 
P.  C,  68,  Story's  Conflict  of  Law,  second  edition,  chapter  III,  section 
48,  and  the  Century  Dictionary,  all  quoted  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Pliunley 
in  his  learned  decision  as  umpire  in  the  case  of  Mathison  against 
Venezuela  before  the  British- Venezuelan  Commission  created  by  the 
Washington  protocol  of  February  13,  1903  (Venezuelan  Arbitrations, 
Ralston's  Report,  pages  433-434  and  435).  See  also  the  opinions  of 
the  above-mentioned  umpire  in  the  case  of  Stevenson  against  Vene- 
zuela (Moore,  p.  442  et  seq.)  and  Ralston,  umpire  of  the  Italian- 
Venezuelan  Commission,  in  the  case  of  Brignone,  Miliani,  and  Pog- 
gioli  against  Venezuela  (Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston'a 
Report,  pp.  710,  754,  and  847). 
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Thus  the  conflict  of  double  citizenship  has  been  solved  by  eminent 
authorities,  establishing  that  in  the  cases  where  such  double  citizen- 
ship occurs  the  law  of  the  respondent  or  defendant  nation  prevails. 

In  the  event  of  conflict  of  laws  creating  double  citizenship,  that  of  respondent  nation  must 
control.^ 

In  cases  of  double  citizenship  neither  country  can  claim  the  person  having  the  same  as 
against  the  other  nation,  although  it  may  as  against  all  other  countries.  ^ 

This  condition  of  double  citizenship  occurs  in  Pedro  Maninat,  born 
in  Venezuela  of  French  parents,  a  resident  of  Venezuela  until  the 
date  of  the  death  of  his  brother  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  a  deserter 
from  the  military  service  of  the  class  of  1883,  in  France;  in  Juana 
Maninat  and  Clotilde  Maninat  de  Saldias,  both  born  in  Venezuela, 
according  to  their  own  confession  and  documents  produced ;  in  Justina 
Maninat,  widow  Coss6,  and  Josefina  Maninat  de  Beguerisse,  who  have 
not  established  their  birth  in  French  territory,  as  it  is  indispensable 
to  do  before  this  commission.  The  presumption  in  the  case  of  the 
two  latter  is,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  were  born  in  Venezuela,  and 
that  the  husband  of  Josefina  Maninat,  Charles  Beguerisse,  by  reason 
of  his  birth  in  Puebla,  a  city  in  Mexico,  is  a  Mexican  citizen,  as  well  as 
his  wife.  I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  honorable  umpire  most 
especially  to  the  fact  already  mentioned  that  from  the  documents  sub- 
mitted there  does  not  appear  that  Josefina  Maninat  de  Beguerisse, 
nor  her  husband  Charles  Beguerisse,  for  a  long  time  residents  of 
Guatemala,  claim  any  sum  whatever  from  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment, nor  that  they  authorized  their  brothers  and  sisters  to  do  so. 

Justina  Maninat,  widow  of  Coss6,  has  recovered  her  Venezuelan 
nationality  since  the  death  of  her  husband — under  the  supposition 
that  he  was  a  French  citizen,  which  has  not  been  established — in  con- 
formity with  the  Venezuelan  laws,  which  control  in  case  of  conflict  of 
double  nationality,  according  to  the  opinions  and  decisions  above 
cited. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  I  hold  that  this  commission  has  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  hear  and  decide  the  claim  entered  by  Pedro  Maninat  and 
sisters,  as  their  Venezuelan  nationality  controls  in  the  conflict  of  double 
citizenship,  Venezuela  being  the  respondent  nation. 

The  plaintiffs  have  no  legal  rights  whatever  to  claim,  by  reason  of 
the  death  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  damages  directly  suffered  by 
their  persons  and  property.  It  has  been  further  established  that 
Pedro  Maninat,  as  well  as  his  sisters,  all  of  whom  are  of  age,  three  of 
the  sisters  being  married  and  for  some  years  absent  with  their  respec- 
tive husbands  from  Venezuelan  territory,  have  riot  depended  for  their 
means  of  sustenance  upon  the  person  and  Ufe  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  each  and  every  one  of  them  has  had  and  still 

a  Biignone  case,  Ralston's  Report,  p.  710.         ^  Miliani  case,  Ralston 's  Report,  p.  754. 
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has  independent  means  of  living.  They  might  be  entitled  to  claim 
damages  for  the  death  of  a  person,  if  there  is  a  party  responsible  for 
such  death,  whether  the  party  be  a  private  individual,  a  corporation, 
or  a  state,  in  case  the  damages  resulting  from  such  death  could  be 
properly  established.  Such  would  be  the  case  when  a  destitute  wife 
or  minors  or  other  persons,  either  ascendants  or  brothers  are  con- 
cerned and  the  proof  can  be  established  that  they  are  destitute  and 
suffer  material  damages  by  reason  of  the  wanton  killing  of  a  kinsman. 
These  grounds  for  action  are  lacking  in  the  present  claim,  and  they 
are  essential  in  order  to  warrant  the  indemnification  sought,  but  such 
damages  ^ave  not  occurred,  nor  have  the  brothers  and  sisters  of  Juan 
Bautista  Maninat  established  the  facts  beyond  all  reasonable  doubt. 
Under  the  circumstances  the  present  cLim  for  indemnification  lacks 
the  essential  basis  of  such  cLims,  the  damnum  emergens,  as  a  con- 
sequence of  the  death  of  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  and  such  claim  can 
not  exist,  because  it  deals  with  brothers  and  sisters  who  did  not 
depend  for  their  living  upon  Juan  Bautista  Maninat,  nor  upon  his 
business  abilities  or  pecuniary  means. 

The  indirect  damages  which  the  mercantile  firm  of  Maninat  Broth- 
ers might  have  sustained  through  such  death  do  not  affect  the  sis- 
ters, who  were  neither  partners  of  the  firm  nor  had  any  share  or  profits 
in  the  business.  WL:tever  business  Pedro  Maninat  might  have  had 
as  an  active  partner  did  not  suffer  any  damages  because  of  his  broth- 
er's death,  cs  it  appears  from  the  papers  submitted  that  at  the  time 
of  the  death  the  commercial  firm  wls  bankrupt  and  that  the  surviving 
partner  was  compelled  to  admit  such  bankruptcy  in  view  of  the  state 
of  complete  insolvency  in  which  the  firm  had  been  for  some  time 
previous.  The  French  commissioner  has  acknowledged  this  to  be  a 
fact  in  his  opinion. 

Now,  in  regard  to  the  liability  which  it  his  been  the  endeavor  to 
establish  against  the  VenezueLn  Government  for  the  wound — not  a 
very  serious  wound — received  by  Juan  Bautista  Maninat  at  Tina- 
quillo,  and  his  subsequent  death,  which  took  place  twenty-eight  days 
after,  superinduced  by  the  disease  called  traumatic  tetanus,  which  is 
not  necessarily  the  consequence  of  a  wound,  but  may  be  contracted 
through  several  causes,  generally  through  being  exposed  to  the  water 
and  other  sources  of  infection,  I  beg  to  submit  again  the  arguments 
advanced  by  me  in  my  opinion  rendered  at  the  session  of  the  commis- 
sion. May  19, 1903,  which  I  send  herewith  translated  into  English,  and 
wherein  I  deny  such  liability  as  wholly  unfounded,  and  entirely  reject 
the  merits  of  the  claim  for  indemnification  for  2,000,000  bolivars 
against  the  Venezuelan  Government. 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  S,  1905. 
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ADDITIONAIi  OPINION  OF  THE  FRENCH  GOMMISSIONEK. 

After  having  read  the  additional  memoir  presented  by  my  honorable 
colleague,  I  can  only  maintain  the  conclusions  of  the  prior  memoir.  I 
.  will  add,  however,  some  observations  which  seem  to  me  allow  on  my 
part  certain  consideration  of  this  additional  memoir. 

In  the  first  place  Doctor  Patil  remarks  that  one  of  the  five  heirs  of 
the  late  Jean  Maninat,  Madame  Josephine  Beguerisse  (n^e  Maninat), 
has  not  presented  any  claim  against  Venezuela.  I  know  this,  but 
since  the  four  other  heirs  have  presented  a  claim  the  default  of  the 
fifth  invalidates  the  claim  in  no  vidse.  It  will  belong  only  to  the 
French  Government  if  the  umpire  accords  an  indemnity  to  the  Man- 
inat heirs  to  divide  it  conformably  to  French  laws,  among  those  of  the 
latter  who  may  have  availed  themselves  of  their  rights  at  the  proper 
time. 

In  the  second  place,  my  honorable  colleague,  returning  to  the  ques- 
tion of  nationality,  declares  that  Mr.  Pierre  Maninat  and  his  sisters, 
bom  in  Venezuela,  have  not  according  to  the  protocol  of  1902  a  right 
to  present  a  claim  against  the  Venezuelan  Government.  With  regard 
to  tliis,  I  could  only  reproduce  the  argument  already  presented  in  my 
memoir.  I  request,  moreover,  the  umpire  to  kindly  revert  to  text  of 
the  aforesaid  protocol,  to  which  in  section  1,  page  4,  of  his  additional 
memoir,  Doctor  Paxil  gives  an  interpretation  which  I  can  not  admit. 
Article  1  speaks  in  effect  merely  of  claims  presented  ''bj^  the  French- 
men." This  term  is  very  comprehensive — '* Frenchmen."  It  is  not 
merely  the  '^French  citizens;"  there  are  also  French  subjects,  such  as 
the  Algerians  or  French  prot6g6s,  such  as  the  Tunisians — in  a  word,  all 
those  to  whom  the  French  Government  extends  its  protection,  because 
they  are  French  according  to  French  laws.  The  protocol  says  in  no 
way  that  it  is  '*  indispensable  to  prove  that  the  nationality  of  the 
claimants  was  solely  and  exclusively  French."  I  have  then  been  able 
to  conclude  with  justice  that  it  sufficed  that  the  French  Government 
consider  an  individual  as  French  arid  deliver  to  him  a  certificate  of 
French  nationality  that  this  individual  be  qualified  to  benefit  from 
the  provisions  of  the  protocol  of  February  19,  1902.  The  precedents 
cited  by  my  colleague  prove  only  that  there  is  not  on  this  point  any 
fixed  rule  and  that  international  law  is,  as  almost  always,  variable.  I 
could  call  to  mind  many  examples  of  a  contrary  jurisprudence  without 
referring  to  distant  date. 

I  have  spoken  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Charles  Piton.  I  maintain  that  the 
case  is  analogous  to  the  present  case.  Mr.  Piton  was  bom  in  Venezu- 
ela of  French  parents,  one  of  which  was  bom  there  himself.  Mr. 
Piton  did  not  regularize  his  military  position  in  France  imtil  long 
after  the  age  required  by  the  service.  Mr.  Piton  has  even  exercised 
public  Venezuelan  functions  at  Venezuela  and  in  foreign  lands  where 
he  has  been  a  Venezuelan  consul,  and  yet  my  colleague  has  admitted 
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that  he  was  of  French  nationality  and  that  there  could  be  given  to  him 
a  large  indemnity. 

In  another  analogous  case — the  Massiani  affair — (claim  presented 
by  heirs,  enjoying  two  nationalities,  of  a  Frenchman  who  was  exclu- 
sively French),  the  French- Venezuelan  mixed  commission  constituted 
by  the  protocol  of  Washington  and  presided  over  in  1903  at  Caracas  by 
Mr.  Filtz,  umpire,  accorded  also  the  indemnity  demanded. 

I  ought  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  umpire  the  inconvenience 
which  could  be  presented  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  fixity  of  inter- 
national law,  which  seems  to  disturb  my  colleague  so  much,  by  the 
establishment  of  two  different  jurisprudences,  not  only  by  two  com- 
missions so  analogous  and  so  bound  together,  but  even  by  the  same 
conmiission. 

Doctor  Patil  seems  to  desire  to  refuse  to  Pierre  Maninat  the  char- 
acter of  a  Frenchman,  but  Pierre  Maninat  is  French  according  to 
French  law,  and  the  competent  French  authorities  having  delivered 
to  him  the  necessary  certificate  the  commission  can  not  deny  French 
nationality  to  this  claimant.  I  beg  the  umpire  to  take  notice  that  I 
do  not  refuse  in  any  way  to  admit  that  Pierre  Maninat  enjoys  equally 
Venezuelan  nationality  according  to  the  Venezuelan  law.  I  am  con- 
tent to  maintain  that,  being  French  (it  makes  no  difference  to  me  if 
he  has  two  nationalities),  he  can  profit  from  the  provisions  of  the  pro- 
tocol of  19th  of  February,  1902. 

In  the  third  place  my  colleague  relies,  in  order  to  reject  the  Mani- 
nat claim  upon  the  fact  that  Jean  Maninat  has  not  made  the  claim  in 
form  against  Venezuela.  It  will  suffice  for  me  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  umpire  again  to  the  reading  of  the  letter  of  Jean  Maninat  of 
April  26,  1898,  in  which  the  interested  party  declares  that  not  only 
he  but  the  whole  French  colony  demands  justice.  I  will  add  that 
his  death  coming  quickly  has  alone  prevented  him  from  forming  his 
dossier.  Besides,  this  death  itself  making  the  principal  subject  of 
the  claim,  one  wall  grant  that  Jean  Maninat  would  with  difficulty 
have  been  able  to  make  his  claim  himself. 

In  the  fourth  place  my  colleague  quotes  decisions  rendered  within 
the  English  and  Italian- Venezuelan  commissions.  I  am  not  acquainted 
with  the  cases  in  question  and  consequently  can  not  judge  of  their 
degree  of  analogy  with  that  before  us.  In  a  general  way  I  consider 
that  in  a  matter  of  arbitration  precedents  have  no  value.  Equity, 
good  sense,  and  the  terms  of  the  protocol  are  the  only  rules  for  the 
conduct  of  an  arbitrator,  who  is  not  bound  to  conform  to  the  con- 
tradictory opinions  of  his  predecessors  any  more  than  to  the  particu- 
lar law  of  the  States,  as  the  protocols  of  Washington  have  expressly 
declared. 

In  the  fifth  place  Doctor  Patil  maintains  that  the  heirs  of  Jean 
Maninat  have  no  right  to  make  a  claim  for  the  death  of  their  brother, 
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which  would  not  have  caused  them  direct  damage.  I  will  merely 
reply  that  Pierre  Maninat  was  associated  with  his  brother  in  the  firm 
Maninat  Brothers,  and  that  the  death  of  his  elder  brother  will  culmi- 
nate the  ruin  of  this  house  of  commerce.  Is  not  this  a  direct  damage  ? 
Besides,  is  not  the  death  alone  under  such  conditions  of  a  brother  of 
whom  one  is  the  heir,  even  if  one  is  not  his  partner,  necessarily  a  cause 
of  direct  damage? 

Finally,  I  maintain  my  opinion,  supported  by  the  declaration  of  the 
Venezuelan  doctor,  and  upon  the  very  sense  of  the  words  that  the 
wound  was  indeed  the  cause  of  the  death.  It  is  evident  that  the  infec- 
tion would  not  have  been  produced  and  would  not  have  brought  on 
traumatic  tetanus  if  there  had  not  been  any  wound. 

NoRTHFiELD,  February  6,  1906, 
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Juan  Maninat  was  born  at  Tarbes,  France,  November  4,  1864,  and 
died  of  traumatic  tetanus  May  13,  1898,  at  Valencia  in  Venezuela, 
unmarried,  leaving  as  next  of  kin  Rosa  Clotilde  Maninat,  born  at 
Valencia  in  Venezuela  June  2,  1859,  wife  of  Eulogio  S.  Saldlas,  a 
Peruvian,  and  now  residing  at  Lima,  Peru;  Josefina  Maninat,  resident 
in  Guatemala,  said  to  have  been  bom  in  France,  the  wife  of  Charles  de 
Beguerisse,  who  was  born  in  Mexico  of  parents  having  French  nation- 
ality; Justina  Maninat,  said  to  have  been  born  in  Tarbes,  France, 
who  was  married  in  Panama  to  Charles  Joseph  Coss6,  the  latter  hav- 
ing been  born  at  Bois-Colombes,  France,  August  9, 1856,  now  deceased, 
the  said  Justina  residing  at  Lima,  Peru;  Juan  Pedro  de  Jesus  Maninat, 
born  at  Valencia  in  Venezuela,  December  29,  1863,  also  Juana 
Maninat,  born  in  Valencia  and  now  residing  in  Lima,  Peru.  The 
father  and  mother  of  these  Maninat  heirs  were  both  of  French  nation- 
ality and  are  both  deceased.  Pedro  resided  in  France  from  the  time 
when  he  was  a  year  old  to  his  nineteenth  year,  since  which  time  until 
recently  he  has  resided  and  done  business  in  Venezuela.  Juan  came 
to  Venezuela  at  some  time  not  important  to  this  inquiry,  and  later 
entered  into  a  mercantile  relation  with  Pedro,  and  they  established 
their  principal  house  at  Valencia  and  had  branches  at  Tinaquillo  and 
San  Cdrlos.  They  were  engaged  in  these  enterprises  at  the  time 
of  the  injury  to  Juan,  hereinafter  stated,  but  had  suffered  seriously 
from  some  compulsory  loans  to  and  requisitions  by  both  the  revo- 
lutionary party  and  the  Government  troops,  and  they  also  suffered 
much  from  theft  and  pillage  and  from  injury  to  their  property  by  the 
soldiers  alike  of  the  revolutionary  forces  and  of  the  Government. 

April  15,  1898,  the  Government  troops  stationed  at  Tinaquillo 
were  under  the  command  of  General  Vizcarrondo,  chief  of  staff  of 
General  Crespo.     An  oflicer  under  General  Vizcarrondo  on  that  day 
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demanded  of  Juan  Maninat  certain  supplies  for  his  army  in  the  nature 
of  a  requisition.  Maninat  refused  the  requisition  except  on  the  terms 
that  an  order  be  signed  by  the  general,  and  for  the.  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing this  order  Maninat  sent  an  employee  to  the  general  at  liis  head- 
quarters. This  employee  was  badly  treated  and  was  sent  back  to 
Maninat  without  the  order  requested  but  with  peremptory  orders  to 
Juan  Maninat  to  present  himself  at  once  before  General  Vizcarrondo  at 
his  headquarters,  which  order  he  obeyed.  While  Maninat  was  at  the 
headquarters  of  the  general  and  in  his  presence  he  was  struck  several 
times  with  the  back  of  a  machete  by  officers  of  the  national  army, 
was  placed  under  arrest  by  the  general  and  while  under  arrest  and  on 
his  way  to  the  place  of  his  confinement  he  was  given  a  severe  machete 
wound  on  the  side  of  the  cheek  by  one  of  the  officers  then  present. 
He  was  kept  in  close  confinement  by  the  military  authorities  at  Tina- 
quillo  and  as  late  as  the  18th  of  the  month  "had  not  been  permitted 
to  meet  his  brother  or  the  other  members  of  the  family  who  had  come 
from  Valencia  to  see  and  to  assist  him. 

The  minister  of  foreign  affairs  for  Venezuela  was  officially  informed 
of  this  matter  by  the  French  legation  at  Caracas  on  April  18,  and  it 
was  officially  asked  that  he  be  released  from  confinement,  that  there 
be  an  immediate  investigation,  a  proper  reproof  administered  to 
General  Vizcarrondo  by  the  Venezuelan  Government,  and  proper  satis- 
faction made  to  the  injured  man. 

On  April  19  Maninat  was  released  from  confinement  on  intervention 
from  Caracas.  On  April  24,  in  a  letter  from  Maninat,  he  speaks  of 
himself  as  *^a  little  recovered  of  his  wound''  and  able  to  write  to  Con- 
sul Qui6vreux,  charg^  d'affaires  of  France,  relating  the  occurrences  of 
April  15  and  those  which  followed.  In  this  communication  he  named 
the  officer  who  inflicted  the  machete  wound.  All  the  facts  necessary 
to  a  complete  history  of  the  case  were  easily  ascertainable  at  that  time. 
No  reproof  was  administered  to  General  Vizcarrondo  or  to  his  officers 
and  no  action  was  taken  by  Venezuela  in  reference  to  the  pimishment 
of  the  oflicer  who  inflicted  the  machete  wound  and  no  reparation  was 
offered  to  France  or  to  Maninat. 

Pedro  endeavored  for  a  while  to  maintain  the  business  of  the  com- 
pany, but  it  resulted  in  failure  and  bankruptcy,  and,  later,  the 
imprisonment  of  Pedro,  and  his  release  on  terms  that  he  abandon, 
permanently,  a  residence  in  Venezuela.     He  is  now  in  Guatemala. 

There  is  no  record  proof  that  any  of  these  heirs  were  born  in  France 
except  in  the  case  of  Juan.  In  the  certificate  of  marriage,  or  the 
record  thereof,  of  Justina,  there  is  a  declaration  that  she  was  born  in 
Tarbes,  France.  Neither  Josefina  nor  her  husband  has  appeared  as 
claimant  or  in  anyway  asserted  or  presented  any  claim  against  Vene- 
zuela or  any  right  to  claim  anything  because  of  the  injury  to  or  death 
of  Juan. 
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In  the  joint  letter  of  Clotilde  Saldias,  Justina  Maninat,  widow 
Coss6,  and  Juana  Maninat,  of  date  1903,  indited  for  use  before  the 
arbitrators  at  Caracas,  it  is  stated  that  Justina  and  Josefina  were  bom 
in  France.  In  the  letter  of  Pedro  to  the  minister  of  France  at  Caracas, 
of  date  July  24, 1903,  he  states  that  Justina  and  Josefina  are  French  by 
birth  and  have  married  Frenchmen.  The  records  of  both  countries 
are  silent,  so  far  as  appears  in  this  tribunal,  concerning  the  birthplace 
of  these  two  ladies. 

There  is  no  proof  that  any  of  the  brothers  or  sisters  of  Juan,  except 
Pedro,  ever  received  any  benefits  from  or  were  in  anyway  dependent 
upon  or  connected  with  Juan. 

The  honorable  commissioners  failing  to  agree  as  to  some  of  the  facts 
in  this  case,  and  likewise  failing  to  agree  upon  the  rule  to  be  drawn 
from  those  facts  and  applied,  joined  in  sending  this  claim  to  the  umpire 
for  his  decision.  They  have  aided  the  umpire  by  very  able  opinions, 
stating  the  reasons  for  their  respective  holdings,  and  they  have  also 
given  valued  assistance  to  the  umpire  in  their  answers  to  his  written 
questions. 

The  umpire  is  met  at  the  outset  with  the  conflicting  claims  of  the 
honorable  commissioners  concerning  the  nationality  of  the  claimants 
and  its  importance  as  a  determinative  factor  in  the  case.  The  honor- 
able commissioner  for  France  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  only  necessary 
to  establish  the  French  citizenship  of  Juan  Maninat  at  the  time  of  his 
death  to  give  jurisdiction  to  this  tribunal.  The  honorable  commis- 
sioner for  Venezuela  is  equally  certain  that  there  must  be  a  French 
citizen  in  esse,  and  having  a  demand  for  indemnity  because  of  damages 
suffered  on  account  of  the  injury  to  and  death  of  Juan,  in  order  that 
this  mixed  commission  can  have  competency  to  make  an  award  in 
relation  thereto;  hence,  to  settle  this  jurisdictional  question  is  of 
primary  importance.  It  is  first  to  be  observed  that  Juan  Maninat  is 
dead.  He  is  not.  Therefore,  a  tribunal  organized  under  and  in  virtue 
of  the  convention  of  February  19,  1902,  that  it  * 'might  examine 
demands  for  indemnity  presented  by  Frenchmen  for  damages  sus- 
tained in  Venezuela,"  does  not  exist  because  of  damages  which  have 
been  suffered  in  Venezuela  but  only  in  reference  to  damages  suffered 
in  Venezuela  by  Frenchmen  who,  as  such,  are  claimants  before  this 
tribunal.  In  other  words,  it  is  not  the  injury  done  to  Juan  Maninat 
alone,  but  also  damages  suffered  by  Frenchmen,  if  such  there  be, 
through  and  because  of  the  injury  to  and  death  of  Juan,  which  give 
place  to  a  claim  under  this  protocol. 

This  particular  reclamation  rests  upon  the  right  of  the  next  of  kin  of 
Juan  to  present  a  claim.  Their  ability  to  do  so  will  depend  upon  the 
character  of  their  citizenship;  if  any  be  French  the  claim  stands;  if 
all  be  Venezuelan  there  is  no  jurisdiction. 
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The  opinion  of  the  umpire  given  in  heirs  of  Stevenson  v.  Venezuela, 
found  in  Ralston's  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  438,  is  referred  to 
and  the  attention  of  the  honorable  commissioners  to  this  opinion  is 
respectfully  requested.  It  is  based  on  a  protocol  of  similar  character 
in  this  regard,  although  it  might  be  held  to  present  a  greater  latitude 
to  the  claimant  than  the  one  now  under  consideration.  The  authori- 
ties referred  to  therein  are  reUed  upon  by  the  imipire  as  sustaining  him 
in  this  decision. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  urges  that  in  default  of 
Frenchmen  lawfully  entitled  to  the  award,  the  national  treasury  is 
competent  to  receive  the  same.  Since  this  case  is  disposed  of  without 
reaching  this  proposition,  the  umpire  does  not  stop  to  discuss  it. 

The  language  of  the  protocol  is  the  work  of  skilled  and  erudite  dip- 
lomatists. Every  word  is  weighed  and  its  force  and  significance  are 
definite  and  certain.  The  language  used  in  other  protocols  and  its 
application  by  other  tribunals  are  with  them  matters  of  common 
knowledge.  The  restrictive  interpretation  given  by  the  umpire  in  this 
opinion  follows  a  well-defined  and  quite  generally  constant  line  of 
decision  by  arbitral  tribunals  whenever  the  question  has  been  raised 
and  the  terms  of  the  convention  were  in  spirit  similar.  It  follows,  that 
if  a  different  rule  had  been  desired  by  the  high  contracting  parties,  they 
would  have  employed  words  susceptible  of  a  different  interpretation. 
They  certainly  would  not  have  made  a  different  ruling  impossible. 
To  hold  that  any  other  than  the  national  quality  of  the  person 
presenting  the  claim  is  to  determine  the  jurisdiction  of  this  commission, 
is  to  declare  that  which  is  impossible  under  the  language  here  used. 
Nothing  is  easier  than  to  walk  in  the  path  so  well  defined  by  the  able 
minds  who  planned  and  built  it.  Hence  the  rule  here  laid  down  that 
to  be  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  tribunal  the  claim  must  be  presented 
by  or  for  a  Frenchman,  in  esse,  who  has  sustained  damages  in  Vene- 
zuela. 

For  the  rules  of  construction  and  interpretation  which  have  been  of 
great  service  to  the  umpire,  see  Ralston's  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of 
1903,  pages  352  to  365,  both  inclusive. 

It  is  agreed  that  Juan  Maninat  was  of  French  nationality.  His 
sisters  Rosa  Clotilde  and  Juana  and  his  brother  Juan  Pedro  were 
unquestionably  of  Venezuelan  birth.  Are  Josefina  Beguerisse  and 
Justina,  or  is  either  of  them,  of  imdoubted  French  nationality?  The 
umpire  holds  that  the  burden  of  estabHshing  this  essential  fact  is  with 
the  claimant;  that  such  nationality  is  not  to  be  assumed  or  conjec- 
tured, but  proved.  No  authority  needs  to  be  quoted  to  sustain  either 
of  those  propositions.     They  are  elementary. 

In  this  case  there  is  no  record  proof  concerning  the  place  of  birth  of 
either  Josefina  or  Justina,  and  there  is  no  explanation  made  for  its 
absence. 
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The  case  of  Justina  will  first  be  considered. 

In  the  record  of  her  marriage  she  is  set  down  as  having  been  bom 
in  Tarbes,  France.  This  is  a  declaration  of  fact  essential  to  the  record, 
made  at  a  time  when  there  could  have  been  no  ulterior  purpose  to  sub- 
serve. In  the  joint  written  statement  of  Justina,  Clotilde,  and 
Juana,  made  in  1903  for  the  use  of  the  arbitrators  at  Caracas,  the 
birth  of  Justina  is  placed  in  France.  In  the  letter  of  Pedro  to  the 
minister  of  France  at  Caracas,  of  date  July  24,  1903,  he  states  that 
Justina  is  by  birth  French. 

Justina  married  Charles  Joseph  Coss6,  who  was  unquestionably 
French,  which  fixed  her  nationality  as  French  during  his  life,  and  by 
French  law  this  nationality  continued  after  the  death  of  her  husband, 
as  she  has  done  nothing  since  to  divest  her  of  such  nationality.  By 
Venezuelan  law  if  she  were  of  Venezuelan  birth  and  Venezuelan  at  the 
time  of  her  marriage  to  Coss6  her  Venezuelan  nationality  is  restored 
to  her  after  the  death  ox  her  husband.  But  there  is  no  proof  that  she 
ever  was  Venezuelan.  There  is  incontestable  proof  that  she  was 
French  by  marriage  and  by  origin,  if  not  by  birth.  To  strip  her  of 
her  French  nationality  once  attained  by  the  law  of  both  countries 
requires  definite  and  satisfactory  proof.  If  she  were  of  Venezuelan 
birth,  the  respondent  Government  could  easily  have  produced  the  rec- 
ord, as  Valencia  is  near  Caracas,  and  its  records  are  easy  of  access. 

In  view  of  all  the  facts  affirmative  and  negative  the  umpire  hias 
reached  a  conviction  of  moral  certainty  that  Justina  Maninat  Coss6  is 
of  French  nationality  and  competent  to  appear  as  a  claimant  before 
this  tribunal. 

Concerning  Josefina  Maninat  Beguerisse,  wife  of  Charles  de  Begue- 
risse,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  she  has  not  presented  any  claim  before 
this  commission  and  is  not  in  any  sense  by  any  act  or  authority  of 
hers  a  party  thereto.  She  has  apparently  refrained  from  asking  the 
intervention  of  France  in  her  behalf  in  this  matter,  and  her  right  to  do 
so  is  wholly  academic,  and  therefore  unimportant  to  this  tribunal. 

It  remains  to  determine  whether  the  other  next  of  kin,  being  with- 
out question  French  by  French  law,  and  Venezuelan  by  Venezuelan 
law,  have  rightful  place  before  this  commission. 

A  treaty  is  a  solemn  compact  between  nations.  It  possesses  in 
ordinary  the  same  essential  qualities  as  a  contract  betAveen  individuals, 
enhanced  by  the  weightier  quality  of  the  parties  and  by  the  greater 
magnitude  of  the  subject-matter.  To  be  valid,  it  imports  a  mutual 
assent,  and  in  order  that  there  may  be  such  mutual  assent  there  must 
be  a  similar  imderstanding  of  the  several  matters  involved.  It  can 
never  be  what  one  party  understands,  but  it  always  must  be  what 
both  parties  understood  to  be  the  matters  agreed  upon  and  what  in 
fact  was  the  agreement  of  the  parties  concerning  the  matters  now  in 
dispute.     In  this  case  did  Venezuela  agree  in  the  protocol  that  France 


74  CASE   OF    HEIRS    OF   JEAN   MANINAT. 

alone  should  name  those  who  are  Frenchmen,  or  did  France  agree  in 
the  protocol  that  Venezuela  alone  should  make  the  selection;  or  does 
the  protocol,  being  an  agreement,  imply  that  the  word  Frenchman  as 
there  used  shall  mean  such  only  as  are  recognized  by  the  laws  of  both 
countries?  It  is  evident  that  the  high  contracting  parties  agreed  on 
this  point,  and  yet  both  parties  knew  that  there  was  in  fact  a  very 
essential  difference  in  the  holding  of  each  country  upon  that  question. 
How,  then,  could  they  reach  a  point  of  agreement?  Only  by  meeting 
upon  a  ground  common  to  both;  and  that  common  ground  is  the  plain 
where  by  the  laws  of  both  countries  the  claimant  is  a  Frenchman. 

This  process  of  reasoning  seems  to  dispose  of  all  genuine  doubt  as 
to  what  is  meant  by  this  term  as  used  in  the  protocol;  yet  were  there 
room  for  doubt  the  ordinary  rules  of  interpretation  would  be  efficient 
aids.  Among  others,  there  is  the  rule  of  interpretation  that  where  the 
agreement  is  susceptible  of  two  interpretations  that  interpretation  is 
to  be  taken  which  is  least  onerous  upon  the  party  who  must  render 
the  service  or  suffer  the  loss. under  the  agreement. 

(Woolsey,  Intro.  Int.  Law,  ssc.  113.  Bouvierjiaw  Diet.,  vol.  1, 
p.  124.  lb.,  p.  1107;  ib.,  p.  429;  ib.,  416.  Bouvier  Law  Diet.,  vol.  1, 
p.  1106,  citing  71  Wisconsin,  177.) 

In  a  conflict  of  laws  as  to  nationality  the  law  of  the  place  of  domicile 
should  prevail.  Such  was  the  opinion  of  the  umpire  in  the  Mathison 
case  found  in  Ralston^s  Venezuehm  Arbitrations  of  1903,  page  429, 
wherein  are  found  his  reasons  therefor  and  the  authorities  support- 
ing them,  to  which  he  respectfully  refers  without  further  allusion. 
A  similar  holding  b)^  him  is  found  in  the  Stephenson  case,  same 
volume,  page  438,  and  to  that  case,  his  reasons  there  given  and  his 
authorities  there  quoted  or  cited,  he  respectfully  invites  attention. 
*  *  *  So  far  as  they  apply  he  adopts  them  to  save  unnecessary 
amplification  here.  He  would  add  a  quotation  from  Bluntschli  in 
a  note  wliich  he  places  in  his  Droit  Public  Codifi6,  sec.  374,  wherein 
he  says: 

Contrary  to  my  former  opinions,  I  think  to-day  that  in  case  of  conflict  of  law  one  ought, 
in  favor  of  the  Hbcrty  of  emigration,  to  accord  the  preference  to  the  nationality  of  fact — 
that  is  to  say,  to  that  which  unites  itself  to  the  domicile-^ 

When  by  the  law  of  the  respondent  Government  the  claimant  is  a 
Venezuelan,  France  may  not  intervene,  as  to  do  so  would  make  her 
law  superior  to  the  law  of  Venezuela,  which  is  not  permissible  as 
between  two  sovereign  nations.  The  right  of  Venezuela,  as  the 
respondent  Government,  to  regulate  her  own  internal  affairs  and  to 
determine  who  are  her  citizens,  involving  mutual  protection  and 
support,  is  too  essential  an  attribute  of  sovereignty  to  b^  invaded  or 

a  Contrairement  k  mes  opinions  ant^rieures,  je  pense  aujourd'hui  qu'en  C4is  de  collision 
on  doit,  en  faveur  de  la  liberty  d'^migration,  accorder  la  pr^^rence  k  la  nationality  de  fait, 
c'est-k-dire  k  celle  qui  sVnit  au  domicile. 
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disturbed.  If  the  treaty  bore  unmistakable  evidence  that  this  attri- 
bute of  sovereignty  had  been  abdicated,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  this 
tribunal  to  act  accordingly,  but  it  bears  no  such  evidence. 

When  the  nation  insists  that  one  who  is  native  to  the  land  shall 
under  ordinaiy  circumstances  be  a  citizen,  it  is  such  a  reasonable 
requirement  that  all  nations  should  rest  content.  To  all  the  world 
but  Venezuela,  France  may  follow  each  succeeding  generation  bom 
in  Venezuela,  but  of  French  origin,  so  long  as  her  affections  dictate 
or  her  laws  require  or  permit,  but  to  Venezuela,  where  the  father 
established  his  domicile,  raised  his  roof-tree,  and  reared  his  family, 
the  sons  arid  daughters  there  bom  are  Venezuelans  to  ell  the  worid, 
until  by  emigration  and  selection  they  have  foresworn  allegiance  to 
their  native  land  and  sworn  allegiance  to  some  other. 

In  this  protocol  France  is  permitted  to  intervene  only  on  behalf  of 
Frenchmen  who  are  recognized  as  such  by  ttie  laws  of  Venezuela, 
and  whatever  equities  may  exist  between  the  claimants  and  Vene- 
zuela, none  can  be  considered  by  this  tribunal  except  those  which  are 
thus  presented. 

Pedro  Maninat  was  bom  in  Venezuela,  passed  a  portion  of  his 
minority  in  France,  attr.ined  his  majority  in  Venezuela,  and  there 
remained  by  choice  imtil  several  years  after  the  happening  of  the 
events  giving  rise  to  this  reclamation.  Nothing  which  he  has  done 
since  in  the  way  of  asserting  French  nationality  affects  his  niitional 
quality  at  the  time  when  tliis  claim  had  its  inception,  since  his  right 
to  appear  in  this  tribunal  is  dependent  upon  the  fact  that  he  was  a 
Frenchman  when  the  injury  was  suffered  of  which  he  complains,  and 
a  Frenchmim  when  this  treaty  was  perfected. 

Rosa  Clotilde  and  Juana  are  either  Venezuelans  or  Peruvians. 
They  are  not  French  in  the  meaning  ascribed  to  that  term  by  the 
umpire. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  umpire,  therefore,  Justina  Maninat  Coss6  is 
the  only  next  of  kin  of  Juan  who  under  the  protocol  of  February  19, 
1902,  has  that  quality  of  French  nationality  which  permits  a  claim 
for  indemnity  before  this  commission  because  of  the  injury  to  and 
death  of  her  brother  Juan. 

Although  alien  bom  Juan  Maninat  had  a  right  under  the  laws  of 
Venezuela  to  the  same  protection  as  is  granted  to  its  nationals.  He 
had  promptly  complied  with  the  several  military  exactions  consequent 
upon  the  disturbed  condition  of  the  nation,  and  in  requiring  the  pro- 
duction of  an  order  before  complying  with  the  requisition  made  upon 
him  at  this  particular  time  he  was  taking  only  a  proper  precaution. 
When  he  entered  the  presence  of  the  Venezuelan  general  it  was  the 
duty  of  that  general  to  throw  around  him  the  protection  of  the  Gov- 
ernment and  to  make  his  person  while  there  safe — absolutely  safe. 
When  he  was  wounded  under  the  eye  and  within  the  power  of  this 
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general  a  gross  outrage  had  been  permitted,  the  office  of  the  com- 
manding general  had  boon  perverted  or  set  at  naught,  and  the 
respondent  Government  having  intrusted  this  general  to  hold  that 
office  and  stand  in  its  stead  in  that  community  is  responsible  for  the 
unlawful  deeds  done  or  suffered  to  be  done  by  him.  The  presence 
of  the  national  army  and  of  an  officer  high  in  command  should  have 
brought  to  that  village  and  to  all  of  its  inhabitants  a  sense  of  perfect 
security;  that  instead  it  brought  to  Juan  Maninat  threats,  harsh 
treatment,  imprisonment,  and  wounds,  is  clearly  established.  There 
results  unquestioned,  undebatable  responsibility  in  the  respondent 
Government.  The  extent  of  that  responsibility  alone  remains  to 
be  determined. 

Notwithstanding  the  apparent  convalescence  of  Juan  from  his 
wound  of  May  15,  the  joint  certificate  of  his  two  attending  physicians, 
asserting  his  death  frofn  traumatic  tetanus  is  proof  that  the  conva- 
lescence was  apparent  only.  The  honorable  commissioner  for  Vene- 
zuela speaks  correctly  of  manj^  causes  for  tetanus  especially  existing 
in  torrid  countries,  but  he  has  named  no  instance  where  traumatic 
tetanus  has  been  certified  by  reputable  physicians,  except  the  primarj- 
cause  was  a  wound  or  an  external  injury  of  the  nature  of  a  wound. 
The  very  name  traumatic  forbids.  It  is  the  adjective  form  of  the 
noun  trauma.     Of  trauma  the  Century  Dictionary  has  this  definition: 

1.  An  abnormal  condition  of  the  living  body  produced  by  external  violence,  as  distin- 
guished from  that  produced  by  poisons,  zymotic  infections,  bad  habits,  and  other  less 
evident  causes;  traumatism;  an  accidental  wound  as  distinguished  from  a  wound  caused 
by  the  suigeon's  knife  while  in  operation.  2.  External  violence  producing  bodily  injury; 
the  act  of  wounding,  or  infliction  of  a  wound. 

Traumatic. — (1)  Of  or  pertaining  to  wounds:  as  traumatic  inflammation.  (2)  Adapted 
to  the  cure  of  wounds;  vulnerary:  as  traumatic  balsam.  (3)  Produced  by  wounds:  as 
traumatic  tetanus,  etc. 

Traumatism. — Anj-  morbid  conditions  produced  by  wound,  *    *    * 

Tetanus. — It  is  occasioned  either  by  exposure  to  cold  or  by  some  irritation  of  the  nerves 
in  consequence  of  local  injury  by  puncture,  incision,  or  laceration;  hence  the  distinction  of 
tetanus  into  idiopathic  and  traumatic. 

Lacerated  wounds  of  tendinous  parts  prove  in  warm  climates  a  very  frequent  source  of 
these  complaints.  In  cold  climates,  as  well  as  in  warm,  lockjaw  (in  which  the  spasms  are 
confined  to  the  muscles  of  the  jaw  or  throat)  sometimes  arises  in  consequence  of  the  ampu- 
tation of  a  limb  or  from  lacerated  wounds. 

Tetanic  afl'ections  which  follow  the  ix'ceipt  of  a  wound  or  local  injury  usually  prove 
fatal.     *    *    *    It  is  usually  the  secjuel  of  wounds  and  injuries. 

Witthaus  and  Becker,  in  their  Medical  Jurisprudence  of  Forensic 
Medicine,  Toxicolojry,  vol.  1 ,  pajre  513,  say  that — 

Tetanus  is  an  infective  bacterial  dist^aso,  affecting  chiefly  the  central  nervous  system  and 
almost  always,  if  not  alwax's,  originatinjj  from  a  wound. 

Tetanus,  like  erj-sipt^las,  is  probably  always  traumatic  and  never  strictly  idiopathic.  The 
wound  may  be  so  slight  a.s  to  cscapt*  notice.  When  it  follows  such  injuries  as  simple  frac- 
ture, internal  infection  probably  occurs,  though  such  causes  are  extremely  rare.  It  is  said 
that  the  weather  influences  the  development  of  tetanus,  and  that  it  is  more  common  in  the 
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tropics.  There  are  also  certain  sections  where  tetanus  is  much  more  common  than  else- 
where and  where  it  may  be  said  to  be  almost  endemic.  *  *  *  Tetanus  usually  appears 
about  the  end  of  the  first  week  after  a  wound  has  been  received,  but  it  may  not  appear  for  a 
longer  period,  even  three  or  four  weeks,  so  that  the  wound  may  have  been  sometime  healed. 
To  connect  tetanus  with  a  particular  wound,  note  (1)  if  there  were  any  symptoms  of  it 
before  the  wound  or  injury,  (2)  whether  any  other  cause  intervened  after  the  wound  or 
injury  which  would  be  likely  to  produce  it,  and  (3)  whether  the  deceased  ever  rallied  from 
the  effects  of  the  injury. 

In  the  work  of  Allan  McLano  Hamilton  and  others,  entitled  "A  Sys- 
tem of  Legal  Medicine/'  Vol.  II,  page  585,  it  is  said  that — 

Tetanus  occurs  most  frequently  in  wounds  accidentally  inflicted,  particularly  in  punctured 
and  penetrating  wounds,  and  in  those  in  which  a  foreign  body  remains  behind.  Its  exist- 
ence is  now  believed  to  depend  upon  the  presence  of  a  special  organism,  the  Bacillus  tetani. 
A  variable  length  of  time  is  occupied  in  the  period  of  incubation,  according  to  the  number  of 
bacilli  introduced  (Watson  Cheyne),  the  location  of  the  point  of  infection,  the  anatomical 
characteristics  of  the  surrounding  tissues,  and  the  capacity  of  the  different  tissues  to  yield 
the  ptomaines  under  the  influence  of  the  bacillus.  It  is  also  probable  that  the  degree  of 
virulence  governs,  to  a  certain  extent,  both  the  duration  of  the  stage  of  incubation  and  the  sev- 
erity of  the  attack.  *  *  *  and  as  the  l)ucillus  of  tetanus  requires  the  exclusion  of  oxy- 
gen in  order  to  grow,  it  is  evident  that  a  punctured  wound  quickly  closed  offers  just  the 
conditions  appropriate  for  the  reproduction  of  the  germ,  if  it  has  been  introduced  into  the 
depths  of  the  wound. 

Trauma  means,  strictly  speaking,  a  wound.  The  term  is  used  justly  as  synon3rmous  with 
an  injury.     lb.,  298. 

When  it  comes  to  the  actual  trial  of  actions  for  personal  injuries, 
there  are  two  difRcult  questions,  to  the  solution  of  which  the  testi- 
mony of  the  medical  expert  may  be  directed.  One  of  these  is  how  far 
the  defendant's  negligence  is  responsible  for  some  subsequently  devel- 
oped infirmity  or  disease  or,  in  other  words,  how  far  a  given  injury  may 
be  said  to  be  the  natural  and  proximate  cause  of  a  subsequently  devel- 
oped condition  and  therefore  render  the  defendant  liable  for  that  con- 
dition. 

The  general  rule  is  easily  stated,  to  wit:  if  the  subsequent  disease  or  infirmity  is  one 
which  would  occur  as  the  natural  result  of  the  injury,  and  it  is  not  shown  that  any  other 
independent  cause  existed  of  which  it  might  have  been  the  result,  then  the  author  of  the 
original  injury  is  liable  for  the  subsequent  disease  or  infirmity.     lb.,  379. 

From  the  foregoing  authorities  it  easily  develops  that  tetanus  usu- 
ally follows  trauma,  that  it  is  a  natural  sequence  of  it,  and  that  neither 
the  severity  of  the  laceration  nor  the  length  of  time  which  had  elapsed 
in  this  case  after  the  wound  was  given,  nor  the  apparent  partial  recov- 
ery have  any  significance  in  determining  whether  the  traumatic  teta- 
nus stated  by  the  physicians  to  be  the  cause  of  Juan's  death  was  the 
result  of  the  wound  received  on  the  15th  of  May  preceding.  Tetanus 
from  that  wound  was  a  natural  result  within  the  period  which  in  fact 
elapsed  between  May  15  and  the  beginning  of  the  tetanic  attack.  An 
early  healing  of  the  lacerated  wound  was  an  apt  aid  to  tetanus.  When 
the  physicians  in  attendance  ascribed  Juan's  death  to  traumatic  teta- 
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nus,  they  said,  in  effect,  that  it  was  tetanus  arising  from  wounds  or 
external  injuries.  As  no  other  wound  or  injury  is  even  suggested,  they 
also  said,  in  effect,  that  the  tetanus  related  back  to  the  trauma 
inflicted  by  the  machete  of  the  officer  upon  Juan  when  he  was  under 
the  care^  of  the  Government  troops  and  in  the  presence  of  the  com- 
manding general.  Since  his  death  resulted  tlirough  a  line  of  natural 
sequences  from  a  wound  inflicted  under  the  circumstances  named,  the 
responsibility  of  the  respondent  Government  is  the  same  as  though 
death  had  been  the  immediate  result  of  the  machete  stroke. 

Whether  the  physicians  who  gave  the  certificate  were  intelligent  and 
trustworthy  is  of  course  a  proper  inquiry.  There  is  no  question  made 
by  the  respondent  Government,  and  there  is  no  indication  in  anything 
connected  with  the  facts  of  this  case  which  suggests  the  contrary. 

It  becomes,  then,  the  duty  of  the  umpire  to  hold  that  Juan  Maninat 
came  to  his  death  because  of  a  wound  inflicted  upon  him  under  such 
circumstances  as  to  impose  responsibility  upon  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment. 

In  this  case,  unlike  that  of  Jules  Brun,  there  are  other  considerations 
than  the  loss  which  Justina  de  Coss6  has  suffered  through  the  death  of 
her  brother  Juan.  There  is  no  evidence  that  she  was  ever  dependent 
upon  him  for  care  or  support,  or  that  he  ever  rendered  either,  or  that 
she  was  so  circumstanced  as  to  need  either,  or  that  he  was  of  ability  or 
disposition  to  accord  either.  Therefore  it  is  difficult  to  measure  her  exact 
pecuniary  loss.  There  exists  only  the  ordinary  presumptions  attend- 
ing the  facts  of  a  widowed  sister  and  a  brother  of  ordinary  ability  and 
affection.  Some  pecuniary  loss  may  well  be  predicated  on  such  condi- 
tions. For  this  she  may  have  recompense.  But  the  more  important 
feature  of  this  case  is  the  unatoncd  indignity  to  a  sister  Republic 
through  this  inexcusable  outrage  upon  one  of  her  nationals  who  had 
established  his  domicile  in  the  domain  of  the  respondent  Government. 

There  was  abundant  reason,  which  France  may  well  appreciate, 
why  the  respondent  Government  could  not  censure  or  punish  the  gen- 
eral in  command  or  the  officer  who,  in  fact,  made  the  attack  upon 
Juan.  The  country  was  in  the  throes  of  a  strong  revolution,  the  sup- 
porting hand  of  every  one  loyal  to  the  titular  government  was  essential 
to  its  support.  It  could  not  meet  successfuU;^^  the  possible  results  if  it 
had  undertaken  to  censure  or  punish  the  guilty  parties.  Silence  and 
tacit  acquiescence  was  the  only  position  then  open  to  the  titular  govern- 
ment. Since  that  period  and  prior  to  the  sitting  at  Caracas  of  this 
mixed  commission  there  had  been  no  real  opportunity  for  the  two 
governments  diplomatically  to  consider  or  pass  upon  the  merits  of  this 
case,  and  it  remained  practically  for  this  tribunal  to  speak  the  voice  of 
regret  and  to  tender  atonement  for  a  sad  result.  Justina  de  Coss6  can 
be  the  medium  of  transmission  of  this  atonement  from  the  respondent 
Government  to  France  and  by  a  payment  of  money  honorably  answer 
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the  just  demands  of  the  claimants  and  assure  to  the  intervening  Gov- 
ernment the  constant  willingness  of  Venezuela  to  atone  for  this  wrong 
by  the  only  means  now  in  her  power. 

The  honorable  conmiissioner  for  France  disclaims  all  right  to  an 
award  based  upon  the  injuries  directly  attributable  to  the  failure  of 
Manihat  Brothers  as  a  claim  consequent  upon  the  death  of  Juan  for 
reasons  which  he  succinctly  states;  but  beholds  that  some  disastrous 
results  following  his  death  and  the  pillages  and  requisitions  preceding 
his  injury  may  properly  move  the  generous  impulses  of  the  umpire 
when  he  comes  to  make  up  his  award. 

It  is  probable  that  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  and  the 
umpire  do  not,  in  fact,  really  differ  in  their  conception  of  what  is  equity 
in  such  a  matter.  But  to  plant  an  equity  always  requires  the  basic 
quality  of  a  right  in  the  party  receiving,  because  of  a  wrong  moving 
from  the  party  to  be  charged  with  the  onerous  conditions  of  the 
equitable  conclusion.  Generosity  is  not  equity;  equity  has  no  part  in 
generosity.  Equity  exists  when  exactly  the  right  thing  is  done 
between  the  parties.  Neither  more  nor  less  than  this  is  equity.  A 
just  conclusion  only  opens  the  door  to  equity.  So  far  as  the  respond- 
ent Government  is  responsible  for  the  wrongs  suffered  by  the  next  of 
kin  of  Juan  who  have  a  right  to  the  intervention  of  France  because  of 
their  nationality,  so  far  and  so  far  only  docs  equity  require  or  permit 
action  on  the  part  of  the  umpire.  In  every  respect  other  than  tliis,  he 
has  no  right  either  to  add  to  nor  subtract  from.  To  act  at  all,  he  must 
find  a  right  to  claim  on  the  part  of  the  claimant,  and  a  wrong  to  be 
redressed  on  the  part  of  the  respondent  Government.  Within  those 
circumscribed  limits  he  has  liberty  of  and  necessity  for  action;  outside 
of  those  limits  he  is  a  trespasser.  He  can  not  be  generous;  he  can  only 
deal  justly  and  equitably. 

So  far  as  the  injuries  to  the  Society  of  Maninat  Brothers  is  concerned, 
the  interest  of  Juan  in  the  requisitions  and  pillages  mentioned,  which 
occurred  prior  to  his  death,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  claimants 
have  had  the  preparation  of  tliis  cause  for  presentation  before  this 
tribunal.  No  reason  is  given  why  this  reclamation  did  not  include  a 
definite  and  precise  statement  under  that  head,  if  reimbursement  was 
sought.  It  was  surely  capable  of  some  degree  of  exactness  in  the 
statement  and  some  degree  of  certainty  in  the  proof.  Neither  has 
been  attempted.  By  their  own  inattention  and  inaction  they  have 
deprived  the  umpire  of  all  opportunity  to  know  anything  of  this 
branch  of  their  alleged  injuries,  and  they  must  not  ask  him  to  con- 
jecture and  estimate  when  they  might  have  permitted  him  a  settled 
judgment,  nor  can  they  at  all  expect  that  he  will  add  aught  to  his 
award  because  of  these  probable,  but  vaguely  uncertain,  losses  which 
they  project  into  this  reclamation. 
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Because  of  the  holding  by  the  umpire  that  Pedro  Maninat  is  a 
Venezuelan,  it  results  necessarily  that  notliing  can  be  considered  in  his 
behalf  on  account  of  failure  of  justice  or  denials  of  justice,  if  such 
occurred,  succeeding  the  death  of  Juan  and  personal  to  him  or  to  the 
mother  of  his  wife,  who  attempted  to  assist  him. 

In  naming  one  only  of  the  Maninat  heirs  as  competent  to  present  a 
claim  under  the  protocol  of  February  19,  1902,  no  inequity  is  done  the 
other  heirs.  It  does  them  no  harm  that  she  is  not  a  Venezuelan,  but 
of  French  nationality  only.  The  laws  of  France  governing  the  dis- 
tribution of  estates  are  not  involved  in  this  decision,  neither  are  they 
invaded  nor  disturbed.  This  tribunal  has  no  part  in  the  final  allotment 
or  distribution  of  the  sum  which  by  the  award  herein  is  made  payable 
to  France,  through  the  personality  of  Justina  de  Coss6,  for  whom  that 
country  has  right  of  intervention.  Over  the  proceeds  of  the  award 
here  made  France  has  absolute  dominion,  so  far  as  this  tribunal  is 
concerned,  and  in  the  perfect  justice  and  equity  of  her  procedure  there 
can  be  complete  content. 

It  is  the  judgment  of  the  umpire  that  a  just  compensation  which 
covers  both  aspects  of  this  case  is  100,000  francs,  and  the  award  w411  be 
prepared  for  that  amount. 

NoRTHFiELD,  July  31 J  1905. 
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This  claim  oame  to  the  umpire  after  having  been  once  heard  and  determined  by  the  honor- 
able President  of  the  Swiss  Federation,  being  submitted  to  him  under  the  protocol  of 
February  19,  1891,  the  first  paragraph  of  which  reads: 

"The  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  the  Government  of  the 
French  Republic  have  agreed  to  submit  to  an  arbitrator  the  claims  of  M.  Antonio 
Fabiani  against  the  Venezuelan  Government." 

Against  the  proposition  that  such  an  arbitrament  and  award  is  conclusive  upon  all  parties 
the  claimant  urges  that  the  Swiss  arbitrator  held  that  he  had  not  jurisdiction  over  a  large 
part  of  the  claims  and  therefore  was  incompetent  to  consider  and  to  pa^ss  upon  them; 
that  the  Swiss  arbitrator  in  fact  extracted  and  subtracted  from  tliose  claims  such  as  he 
held  were  without  his  jurisdiction  and  only  awarded  concerning  the  rest. 

The  umpire  holds,  however,  that  no  jurisdictional  questions  were  before  the  Swiss  arbi- 
trator, none  were  urged  by  either  party,  and  none  in  fact  were  determined;  that  all 
claims  of  Fabiani  were  in  fact  submitted  by  the  protocol  to  the  decision  of  the  Swiss 
arbitrator  and  all  were  in  fact  decided  by  him. 

That  there  were  certain  restrictions  placed  upon  the  Swiss  arbitrator  in  the  protocol  which 
had  the  effect  to  limit  the  scope  of  the  claims  left  undisposed  of  by  the  two  Governments 
for  decision  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator. 

That  under  the  protocol  the  Swiss  arbitrator  must  first  detennine  whether  the  Venezuelan 
Government  was  responsible  for  any  damages  to  Fabiani;  that  this  responsibility  nmst 
be  determined  in  view  of  the  limitations  of  the  protocol  which  were  to  the  Swiss  arbi- 
trator his  supreme  law.     These  limitations  were  essentially  that  the  decision  was  to  be 
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The  claim  of  Antoine  Fabiani  was  then  taken  up. 

Doctor  Paul  rejects  it  as  having  already  been  judged  by  the  arbitral  court  of  P^me,  the 
award  of  which,  in  his  opinion,  has  decided  definitely  on  ail  the  points  of  indemnity  presented 
by  M.  Fabiani. 

M.  de  Peretti,  on  the  other  hand,  claims  that  the  Swiss  arbitrator  has  brushed  aside  all  the 
points  represented  to-day  by  M.  Fabiani  as  not  bemg  covered  by  the  agreement  of  arbitra- 
tion signed  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  by  the  two  Governments.  The  I^resident  of  the 
Swiss  Confederation  has,  then,  declared  himself  incompetent  to  examine  the  aforesaid 
points,  which  by  this  very  fact  have  found  themselves  reserved  for  the  examination  of  the 
commission  instituted  by  the  protocol  of  Pans.  Consequently  M.  de  Peretti  admits  the 
demand  of  M.  Fabiani,  which  he  recognizes  to  be  well  founded,  and  accords  to  him  the  sum 
which  he  claims. 

Doctor  Paul  declares  that  the  decision  taken  by  M.  de  Peretti,  according  toM.  Fabiani  the 
sum  which  he  claims,  has  not  been  preceded  by  any  discussion  between  the  arbitrators  upon 
the  amount  of  the  claim,  which  Doctor  Paul  rejects  for  the  reason  already  expressed — 
namely,  that  all  the  claims  newly  presented  by  M.  Fabiani  have  become  res  judicata. 

This  claim  will  then  be  submitted  to  the  examination  of  the  umpire. 

S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 6  81 
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reached  in  accordance  with  "the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  general  principles  of  the  law  at 
nations,  and  the  convention  in  force  between  the  two  contracting  powers." 

The  convention  then  in  force  between  the  two  nations  was  that  of  November  ^,  1885,  and 
had  especial  reference  to  article  5  thereof.  The  force  and  effect  of  article  5  of  said 
treaty  was  considered  and  determined  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator,  and  his  interpretation 
thereof  is  conchisive,  .so  far  as  the  claim  of  Fabiani  is  concerned. 

In  order  to  determine  the  scope,  depth,  and  breadth  of  that  treaty,  the  Swiss  arbitrator  had 
to  define  the  meaning  of  the  expression  "  denials  of  justice  "  found  in  said  treaty.  His 
definition  is  conclusive  upon  the  claim  of  Fabiani. 

When  the  Swiss  arbitrator  decided  the  principles  governing  the  claim  submitted  to  him,  he 
had  decided  affirmatively  or  negatively  the  different  claims  made  in  Fabiani*s  behalf, 
not  in  detail  but  in  principle. 

When  France  intervened  in  behalf  of  her  national,  his  claim  was  no  longer  individual  and 
private,  but  national. 

Thenceforward  it  was  national  interests,  not  private  interests,  that  were  to  be  safeguarded. 
It  was  the  national  welfare  and  national  honor  which  were  to  be  considered.  Should 
the  general  good  of  France  at  any  time  during  the  negotiations  with  Venezuela  require 
a  surrender  of  all  of  Fabiani 's  claims,  France  maj'  make  such  surrender,  or  it  may  sur- 
render a  part  thereof,  and  for  such  surrender  Fabiani,  if  he  has  a  claim  anywhere,  has  it 
against  his  own  Government. 

When  a  nation  intervenes  in  l)ehalf  of  her  national  and  finally  consents  to  arbitration  of  the 
difference,  the  primary  purpose  of  such  arbitration  is  to  remove  the  vexed  question 
from  the  arena  of  diplomatic  dissension  and  controversy.  It  is  not  to  be  considered 
that  France  would  consent  to  submit  to  arbitration  a  part  only  of  her  national's  claim, 
leaving  large  and  important  parts  of  it  undisposed  of,  and  to  remain  as  vexatious  que.s- 
tions  between  the  two  Governments. 

Neither  is  it  to  be  considered  that  Venezuela  intelligently  entered  upon  an  arbitration  of  a 
question  in  dispute  between  the  two  Governments  understanding  that  the  effect  of  the 
agreement  to  arbitrate  would  l)o  to  hold  her  to  make  reparation  for  .such  an  amount  as 
might  be  held  to  be  denials  of  justice  by  the  arbitrator,  while  for  all  not  so  held  she  would 
later  be  compelled  to  again  oppose  them  or  to  pay  them  or  to  arbitrate  them. 

Venezuela  did  not  enter  upon  this  arbitration  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator  with  the  understanding 
that  if  ho  decided  everything  against  Fabiani  all  that  had  originally  been  claimed  would 
hpi  left  unsettled  by  his  decision,  and  be  restored  to  their  primal  state  of  existing  claims 
for  which  the  Government  of  France  could  intervene.  Equally  certain  is  it  that  she 
did  not  enter  into  the  arbitration  with  the  understanding  that  if  any  part  of  the  claim 
were  decided  in  her  favor  that  part  might  yet  be  hrouglii  before  another  arbitral 
tribunal. 

In  that  and  in  every  similar  international  controversy  the  two  Governments  seeking  an 
agreement  look  well  for  a  common  meeting  point  which  is  usually  to  lie  gained  only  by 
mutual  concession  and  mutual  remission  of  matters  which  can  yield  and  when  that 
common  meeting  pomt  is  reached  to  submit  it  to  the  arbitrator  as  the  whole  contro- 
versy; or  as  beuig  all  that  which  both  parties  will  admit  is  the  controverted  question. 
Which  mutual  point  ol  agreement  is  as  much  a  matter  of  agreement  between  the  high 
contracting  parties  as  is  the  covenant  to  arbitrate  itself  and  is  an  integral  part  of  that 
covenant. 

Each  concession  so  made  by  one  party  cancels  the  one  made  by  the  other,  so  that  outside 
the  tenns  of  the  convention  there  is  nothing  left  of  the  original  contention.  All  which 
is  excluded  is  concluded  by  the  high  contracting  parties  themselves.  What  is  not 
found  of  the  original  controversy  to  be  resting  in  the  compromise  is  in  oblivion. 

Just  how  much  is  conceded  and  how  much  is  retained  is  left  for  the  determination  of  the 
arbitrator.  It  may  be  contended  on  the  one  hand  there  is  nothing  conceded,  on  the 
other  band  that  nothing  is  left;  but  the  arbitrator  is  to  decide  how  much  is  included 
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and  how  much  is  excluded,  and,  when  he  decides,  that  decision  ib  final  and  conclusive 
upon  the  tohole  of  the  original  controversy. 

That  which  Fahiani  claims  to  have  been  a  subtraction  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator  is  in  fact 
merely  designating  the  different  elements  of  his  controversy  which  in  e/Tect  the  high 
contracting  parties  had  agreed  to  eliminate  and  subtract  in  order  to  reach  an  agreement 
of  arbitration. 

So  far  as  these  concessions  approaching  and  permitting  an  agreement  to  arbitrate  finally 
affected  the  pecuniary  interests  of  Fabiani  they  were  in  effect  the  especial  tribute 
required  of  him  by  his  Government  to  conserve  its  general  good. 

The  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  on  his  own  initiative  eliminated  nothing,  subtracted 
nothing,  and  there  was  left  for  him  nothing  except  to  settle  the  meaning  of  the  protocol 
and  then  to  observe  its  effect  and  to  point  out  which  of  the  claims  came  within  and  which 
without  the  action  of  the  rule  agreed  upon  and  prescribed  to  him  by  the  two  honorable 
Governments,  settle  the  damages  on  what  remained,  and  make  award  accordingly. 

It  follows  that  the  protocol  arranged  between  the  honorable  Governments  of  France  and 
Venezuela  February  24,  1891,  succeeded  by  the  award  of  the  honorable  President  of 
the  Swiss  Federation  December  15,  1896,  were,  acting  together,  a  complete,  final,  and 
conclusive  disposition  of  the  entire  controversy  on  behalf  of  Fabiani. 
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Antonio  Fabiani  has  presented  before  this  comraission  a  demand  of 
indemnity  amounting  to  9,509,728.30  boUvars,  for  losses  and  damages 
comprised  in  the  items  which,  he  says,  were  eliminated  by  the  Swiss 
arbitrator  in  his  award  rendered  in  the  French- Venezuelan  suit  called 
the  ''Fabiani  controversy,"  on  the  30th  of  December,  1896,  and  by 
which  award  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  was 
condemned  to  pay  to  Fabiani,  by  way  of  indemnity,  in  the  terms  of 
the  protocol  of  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  including  all  expenses, 
the  total  sum  of  4,346,656.57  bolivars,  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per 
cent  a  year  from  the  date  of  the  award. 

Fabiani  argues  that  the  Swiss  arbitrator  deliberately  subtracted 
from  his  decision,  because  they  were  not  comprised  in  the  terms  of  the 
protocol,  certain  sums  demanded  by  him  in  his  claim  presented  to 
said  arbitrator  and  partly  contained  in  seven  separate  tables,  under 
the  letters  A,  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  and  G,  which  he  presented  to  the  arbi- 
trator when  the  demand  was  formulated.  These  tables,  as  said  by 
Fabiani  himself,  in  his  statement,  page  629,  had  for  their  object  to 
facilitate  the  investigations  of  the  arbitrator  and  corresponded  to  the 
situation  that  had  been  created  to  him  in  Venezuela  by  the  series  of 
prejudicial  acts  on  which  he  based  his  claim,  and  he  adds,  on  that 
account,  the  following  consideration: 

Although  the  whole  links  together  without  solution  of  continuity,  we  have  thought  that 
it  was  convenient  to  keep  a  certain  chronological  order  and  take  into  consideration  the  time 
when  the  damages  were  caused  and  when  they  exercised  their  influence  on  our  fate  and  on 
the  destinies  of  our  commercial  establishments. 

The  demand  entered  by  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic, 
plaintiff,  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  defendant,  before  the 
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President  of  the  Swiss  Confederation,  appointed  arbitrator  by  a 
protocol  signed  in  Caracas  on  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  rel'erred  to 
the  decision  of  said  arbitrator  the  question  as  to  whether — 

according  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela  the  general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations  and  the  con- 
vention (of  the  26th  November,  1885)  in  force  between  the  two  contracting  powers  the 
Venezuelan  Government  vxis  responsible  for  th^  damages  wkidi  Fabiani  claimed  he  sustained 
through  denials  ofjustice^ 

and  the  arbitrator  was  also  charsred  mth  the  duty  of  determining — 

in  case  this  responsibility  was  recognissed,  as  to  all  or  part  of  the  claims  in  question j  the  amount 
of  the  pecuniary  indemnity  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  ought  to  pay  into  the  hands  of 
M.  Fabiani,  which  payment  would  be  made  in  funds  of  the  Venezuelans  per  cent  diplomatic 
debt.     (Arbitration  protocol  of  1891.) 

The  demand  was  entered  to  obtain  the  reparation  of  damages 
caused  by  denials  oT  justice  through  acts  imputed  to  the  administra- 
tive and  judicial  authorities  of  the  Republic  of  Venezuela,  for  which 
damages  the  state  ought  to  be  responsible  and  which  comprised  : 

First.  The  reparation  ol  the  damage  sustained ; 

Second.  The  gain  frustrated; 

Third.  The  interest  calculated  from  the  date  of  the  damageable  acts; 

Fourth.  The  compound  interest; 

Fifth.  The  sacrifices  made  by  the  injured  party  for  the  maintenance 
of  his  industry; 

Sixth.  The  prejudice  deriving  from  the  expense  made  and  from  the 
time  lost  to  arrive  at  the  execution  of  the  sentences; 

Seventh.  The  damages  to  be  considered  as  the  necessary  conse- 
quence of  the  offenses; 

Eighth.  The  damage  done  by  the  privation  of  work  in  the  future; 
and 

Ninth.  The  reparation  of  the  moral  prejudice. 

The  demonstrative  table  of  the  claims  of  Fabiani  was  annexed  to 
the  demand  with  determination  Oi  the  several  items  for  cay)ital  and 
capitalized  interest,  amounting  to  the  total  sum  of  46,944,563.17 
francs. 

The  Swiss  arbitrator,  in  determining  the  object  of  the  demand 
referred  to  his  decision,  fixed  the  reach  that  he  considered  necessary 
to  attribute  to  the  words  ^'denial  of  justice,"  construing  that  the 
powers  which  signed  the  compromise  had  given  to  said  words  their 
widest  meaning  and  had  meant  by  them — 

all  the  acts  of  judicial  authorities  which  might  imply  a  direct  or  disguised  refusal  to  do  justice. 

Said  arbitrator  determinately  says  in  the  award  in  question:  The  duty 
of  the  arbitrator  precisely  consists  in  deciding  whether  Venezuela — 

is  responsible  for  the  damages  which  Fabiani  says  to  have  sustained  through  denials  of  jus- 
tice. *  *  *  Thus  the  object  of  the  controversy  and  its  origin  arc  acknowledged  by  the 
parties:  it  was  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  Decem- 
ber, 18S0,  which  Fabiani  possessed  against  two  debtors  domiciled  in  Venezuela  or  on  account 
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of  the  default  of  execution  owing  to  the  admission  of  illegal  recourses  that  France  took  the 
interests  of  her  native  into  her  hands. 

The  Swiss  arbitrator  also  declares  that — 

Venezuela  does  not  incur  any  responsibility  according  to  the  protocol,  on  account  of  facts 
foreign  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  Government. 

Fabiani  now  maintains,  more  than  six  years  after  the  sentence  of 
Berne  became  affirmed,  that  the  Swiss  arbitrator  deliberately  elimi- 
nated thefaiUi  du  prince ^  because  he  considered  them  excluded  iTom 
the  terms  of  the  ])rotocol.  It  does  not  appear  from  the  careful 
examination  of  that  sentence  that  the  arbitrator  had  eliminated  any 
fact  directly  or  indirectly  connected  with  the  fundamental  cau^ve  of  the 
suit  and  with  iUi  ohjecty  namely,  the  denials  of  justice  and  the  claims 
that  Fabiani  had  presented,  pretending  that  the  Government  of  the 
Republic  was  responsible  for  all  of  them.  The  arbitrator  eliminated 
some  of  those  claims,  because  the  facts  on  which  they  were  based 
did  not  make  Venezuela  incur  any  responsibility,  as  they  were  strange 
to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  state.  The  arbitrator 
expressly  declares  that  some — 

of  those  claims  based  onfaUa  du  prince y  which  are  either  changes  of  legislation  or  arbitrary 
act.s  of  tlie  executive  power,  are  absolutely  subtracted  from  his  decision,  wherefore  he  elimi- 
nates from  the  procedure  all  the  allegations  and  means  of  proof  relating  thereto,  as  long  as 
he  can  not  ft^serve  them  to  establish  other  concluding  and  connected  fact,s  n^lating  to  the 
denials  of  justice. 

And  the  Swiss  arbitrator  adds  thereupon,  in  the  motives  of  the  sen- 
tence, the  following  declaration: 

It  is  certainly  the  denials  of  justice  committed  in  the  course  of  the  proceeding  for  the  exe- 
cution of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880,  and  the  eventual  appreciation  of  their 
pecuniary  consequences  that  form  the  object  of  the  present  litigation.  It  is,  however,  neces- 
sary to  remove  another  objection  of  the  petition. 

The  judicial  position  of  Fabiani  in  Venezuela  was  first  liquidated  by  the  compromise  of 
the  31st  of  January,  1873.  iVfter  a  series  of  incidents  Fabiani  renounced  the  benefit  of  this 
act  and  signed  the  compromise  that  gave  birth  to  the  award  of  1880.  The  plaintiff  has 
stated  that  he  adhered  to  this  compromise  under  the  empire  of  main  force  and  that  it 
did  not  cover  the  prior  denials  of  justice.  But  he  (the  plaintiff)  recognizes  without  hesita- 
tion (petition,  p.  142,  et  seq)  that  Fabiani,  who  could  have  had  the  compromise  annulled 
by  the  French  courts,  preferred  to  reserve  the  future  of  his  commerce  in  Venezuela  by 
exhausting  all  means  of  conciliation.  Fabiani  thus  contented  himself  with  the  state  of 
thingscreated  by  the  acceptance  of  the  arbitrators'  jurisdiction,  and, besides, from  that  moment 
his  judicial  eflorts  in  Venezuela  only  tended  to  the  execution  of  the  judgment  of  the  15th  of 
December,  1880.  The  motive  drawn  from  the  vis  major,  which  would  have  affected  the 
compromise  of  1880  and  would  remove  farther  back  the  starting  point  of  tJie  denials  of  jus- 
tice comprised  in  the  present  instance  can  not  be  taken,  therefore,  into  consideration. 
Denials  of  justice  in  virtue  of  which  it  would  l)e  possible  to  proceed  against  Venezuela  for 
responsibility  before  the  arbitrator  could  not  have  taken  place  before  the  introduction  of 
the  proceeding  for  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880,  or  Ix'fore  the 
7th  of  June,  1881,  the  date  of  the  petition  for  the  exequatur  entered  before  the  high  federal 
court. 

The  arbitrator  has  not,  therefore,  admitted  bcvsides  tho  faits  du  prince  any  of  the  facts 
foreign  to  the  nonexecution  and  to  the  effects  of  the  nonexecutiou  of  the  sentence  above 
referred  to  to  be  proved. 
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It  is  seen  from  the  foregoing  insertion  that  the  arbitrator,  exercising 
his  wide  powers  of  appreciation,  left  out  of  consideration  any  Tact, 
whether  a  denial  of  justice,  prior  to  the  7th  of  June,  1881,  when  the 
demand  of  execution  of  the  sentence  of  Marseilles  was  entered  before 
the  high  federal  court,  or  those  caWed  fails  du  prince,  that  he  could  not 
reserve  with  a  view  to  prove  other  concluding  and  connected  facts 
relating  to  denials  of  justice.  That  elimination  of  proofs  and  allega- 
tions concerning  facts  entirely  strange  to  the  mission  of  the  arbitrator, 
which  precisely  consisted  in  deciding — 

whether  Venezuela  was  responsible  for  the  damages  which  Fabiani  claimed  he  sustained 
through  denials  of  justice, 

does  not  constitute,  on  any  reason  of  law  or  of  procedure,  a  declara- 
tion of  incompetence  or  of  want  of  jurisdiction  on  the  part  of.  the  arbi- 
trator, with  regard  to  some  particulars  of  the  demand,  but  only  estab- 
lishes that  some  of  those  particulars  or  the  facts  upon  which  they 
rested,  were  destitute  of  the  conditions  necessary  for  their  being 
accepted  as  the  consequence  of  denials  of  jibstice,  and,  thereto  re,  for 
their  being  admitted  by  the  arbitrator  as  elements  of  appreciation 
tending  to  cause  Venezuela  to  be  declared  responsible  for  the  damages 
that  Fabiani  claimed  as  the  consequence  thereof  and  as  the  object  of 
the  demand.  ^ 

The  Swiss  arbitrator  did  not  fail  to  appreciate  some  of  those /aite  du 
prince  which,  while  not  establishing  an  intimate  connection  with,  the 
acts  of  denial  of  justice,  contributed  in  the  mind  oi  the  arbitrators  to 
form  appreciations  as  to  the  extent  of  the  guilt  and  the  amount  of 
the  damages  recognized  in  favor  of  Fabiani.  Such  is  collected  from 
the  motives  of  the  sentence  of  the  arbitrator,  contained  in  page  30 : 

Different  indications  make  one  believe  that  the  respondent  Government  openly  hostilized 
Fabiani  and  that  this  position  might  incite  or  encourage  the  judicial  authority,  at  least  in 
the  provinces  distant  from  the  capital  and  without  the  control  of  a  watchful  public  opinion, 
to  ignore  the  rights  ofafweign  'plaintiffs  to  whom  influential  persons  of  the'stat«  would  not 
conceal  their  hostility.  Such  is  the  official  approval  of  the  21st  August,  1883,  given  to  the 
cession,  consented  by  B.  Roncayolo,  of  the  contract  of  the  La  Ceiba  Railway,  although  it 
was  notorious  in  Venezuela  that  that  cession  had  for  its  object  to  diminish  or  annihilate  the 
pledges  of  a  creditor  (fails  du  prince).  Such  appears  also  to  be  the  modification  adopted  by 
the  legislation  of  the  state  of  Falcdn  in  articles  5  and  7  of  the  organic  law  of  the  judicial  power 
in  January,  1883  {faits  du  prince) ;  such  was  also  the  w^ithdrawal  of  the  towing  service  which 
under  the  circumstances  and  at  the  time  it  was  decided  had  to  be  interpreted  as  an  act  of 
reprisal  directed  against  Fabiani  {fails  du  prince). 

It  is  not  possible  to  fail  to  recognize,  according  to  a  sound  logic,  that 
the  Swiss  arbitrator  gave  those  fails  du  prince  all  the  importance  that 
he  was  permitted  to  give  them  within  the  terms  of  the  arbitration 
compromise;  that  he  consciously  appreciated  them,  inferring  ffom 
them  serious  consequences  to  the  extent  of  considering  them  as  a 
manifestation  of  the  fact  that  the  government  openly  antagonized 
Fabiani;  encoura^ng  and  inkling  the  judicial  authority  to  perform  the 
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acts  considered  by  the  arbitrator  as  denials  of  justice,  and  finally  that 
they  (ihefaits  du  prince)  under  the  circumstances  they  occurred  had 
to  be  considered  as  acts  of  reprisal  directed  against  Fabiani. 

In  virtue  of  that  appreciation  the  Swiss  arbitrator  established  that 
the  responsibility  of  Venezuela  for  the  acts  property  called  of  denial 
of  justice  was  tantamount  to,  at  least,  the  one  deriving  from  **  offenses 
and  quasi  delicts^'  and  that  it  obliged  Venezuela  to  compensate  all  the 
damage  that  might  reasonably  be  considered  as  a  direct  or  indirect 
consequence  {damnum  emergens  et  lucrum  cessans) ;  and  it  was  in  virtue 
of  that  appreciation  that  the  arbitrator,  when  declaring  the  respondent 
Government  responsible  for  all  the  consequences  of  the  denials  of 
justice  imputable  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  Venezuela,  determined 
the  extent  of  those  consequences  in  the  widest  mamier,  liquidating  the 
return  of  damages  and  prejudices  presented  by  the  claiming  govern- 
ment in  the  manner  determined  by  chapter  6  of  the  award,  page  42, 
estimating  the  direct  damage  and  the  moral  prejudice,  the  indirect 
damage,  the  compound  interest,  the  gain  frustrated,  the  execution 
expenses,  and  the  costs  of  the  instance. 

To  prove,  furthermore,  with  the  very  arguments  of  Fabiani  that  the 
actual  purpose  of  the  arbitration  process  at  Berne,  determined  by  the 
general  terms  of  the  compromise  of  the  24th  of  February,  entered  into 
between  France  and  Venezuela,  was  to  have  the  question  decided  as 
to  whether  there  had  been  any  denial  of  justice,  for  which  decision  the 
arbitrator  had  to  appreciate  all  the  facts  and  all  the  incidents  connected 
with  the  suit,  and,  if  there  had  been  any,  to  fix  the  amount  of  the 
pecuniary  indemnity  corresponding  to  all  or  some  of  the  claims  pre- 
sented by  Fabiani,  it  suffices  to  reproduce  the  very  statement  pre- 
sented by  the  claimant  to  the  Swiss  arbitrator,  most  properly  determin- 
ing the  object  of  the  suit.  In  page  4  of  the  replique  to  the  answer  of 
the  Grovemment  of  Venezuela,  Fabiani  copies  the  statement  of  motives 
presented  by  the  French  Government  concerning  the  demand  of 
indemnity.  Said  insertion,  taken  from  the  note .  addressed  by  the 
legation  of  France  in  Caracas  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  runs 
as  follows: 

In  the  opinion  of  the  French  Government,  the  reparation  ought  to  comprise,  at  least, 
in  the  first  place,  the  amount  of  the  sums,  in  capital  and  interest,  the  collection  of  which 
would  have  been  assured  by  the  execution  in  due  time  of  the  sentences  and,  besides,  the 
restitutions  ordered  by  the  judges  and  which  would  represent  about  one  million  five  hundred 
thousand  francs  (1,. 500,000  francs),  and,  in  the  second  place,  damage-s  and  prejudices,  the 
figure  of  which  vxmld  have  to  he  discussed ^  for  the  damage  caused  to  Fabiani  In  his  credit  and 
in  his  commerce. 

These  three  points  are  those  comprised  in  Tables  A,  B,  C,  D,  and  E 
of  the  j>etition  (pages  644,  747,  797,  and  817  of  the  statement). 
The  French  note  adds  (page  3  of  the  defense) : 

As  to  the  rest  of  his  pretensions,  a  serious  contradictory  examination  ought  to  determine 
in  what  measure  they  are  grounded. 
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What  are  these  pretensions?  Fabiani  proceeds.  The  affairs  of  the 
tugboats  and  of  the  La  Ceiba  Railway : 

What  was  the  reason  of  so  much  reserved  a  formula?  Why  those  reticences?  The  expla- 
nation thereof  will  be  found  in  the  last  paragraph  of  page  527  of  our  report.  *  ♦  * 
That  <M  to  the  object  of  the  litigation — that  is  to  say,  the  claims  of  Af.  A.  Fabiani  thai  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  the  Government  of  France  haiv-  agreed  to 
refer  to  an  arbitrator.     (Treaty  of  Caracas  of  the  24th  of  February,  1891.) 

In  page  6  of  the  R6plique  Fabiani  says: 

We  shall  only  point  out,  1st,  that  the  note  on  the  opening  of  the  negotiations  designates 
all  the  commercial  prejudices  that  are  now  the  object  of  Tables  A,  B,  D,  and  E  of  the  Report; 
2d,  that  the  same  note  makes  known  that  the  rest  of  the  pretensions  of  Fabiani  must  be  sub- 
mitted to  a  serious  and  contradictory  examination;  3d,  that  the  amounts  are  vndetermined 
for  all  our  claims  except  for  account  A,  the  amount  of  which  indicated  under  the  reservation 
of  the  word  "approximately"  has  not  undei^ne  other  modifications  than  the  increase  of 
interest,  the  reparation  of  an  omission  (No.  7  of  Table  A),  and  the  incorporation  of  dotal 
annuities. 

In  page  11  of  the  same  R6plique: 

It  is  important  to  observe  that  the  word  claims,  tvnce  enunciated  in  the  protocol, 
applies  to  the  pecuniary  claims  and  only  to  them. 

In  page  13: 

They  shall  have  to  decide,  Ist,  whether,  according  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  general 
principles  of  the  law  of  nations  and  the  convention  in  force  between  the  two  contracting 
powers,  the  Venezuelan  Government  is  responsible  for  the  damages  whidi  Fabiani  says  to  have 
sustained  through  denial  of  justice;  2d,  to  fix,  in  cAse  this  responsibility  should  be  recognized 
for  all  or  part  of  the  claims  in  question,  the  amount  of  the  pecuniary  indemnity  which  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  ought  to  pay  into  the  hands  of  M.  Fabiani,  which  payment  will 
be  made  in  bonds  of  the  Venezuelan  3  per  cent  diplomatic  debt. 

Such  are  the  terms  of  the  protocol.  They  are  so  clear  and  precise  that  they  require  no 
inteipretation.  They  give  the  arbitrator  the  right  to  search  out  the  denial  of  justice,  to  point 
out  to  it  where  he  may  find  it  and  disallow  our  demand,  if  the  denial  of  justice  does  not  exist. 
There  is  no  more  tedious  a  tosh  than  to  have  at  every  moment  to  demonstrate  what  is  evident. 

In  the  same  page : 

Certainly  the  refusal  of  execution  of  the  sentence  exists  in  the  process  as  an  important  ele- 
ment among  the  numerous  denials  of  justice  that  we  denounce  against  Venezuela;  but  the 
resistances  of  the  Cabinet  of  Caracas,  unwarranted  both  as  to  their  form  and  reasons,  its  abso- 
lute refusal  to  agree  to  friendly  negotiations,  have  led  our  Government  not  to  sacrifice  any- 
tliing  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  to  demand  an  express  comproihi(£  conceived  in  general  terms  in 
order  to  jtrotect  all  the  rights,  all  the  interests  of  the  French  citizen  who  ashed  for  its  protection. 

In  page  16: 

In  our  judgment  the  question  may  be  considered  from  another  point  of  view,  that  of  the 
terms  of  the  protocol,  general  terms  which  authorize  the  arbitrator  to  appreciate  any 
denial  of  justice  duly  proved,  and  permit  Fabiani  to  present  all  the  pecuniary  claims  relative 
to  damages  sustained  through  denials  of  justice. 

(The  pecuniary  reparation  is  the  effect,  the  denial  of  justice  is  the 
cause). 
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If  Fabiani  formulates  claims  having  another  cause  than  the  denial  of  justice,  or  if  it  should 
not  clearly  appear  that  they  are  imputable  to  a  denial  of  justice,  the  arbitrator  shall  purely  and 
simply  disallow  themj  because  they  vnll  be  vnthout  the  limits  of  the  protocol, 

that  is  to  say,  without  the  law  and  not  witliout  his  competence;  the 
protocol  was  the  law) ; 

and,  if  he  recognizes  the  responsibility  of  Venezuela  he  will  point  out,  in  the  proportions  his 
conscience  may  suggest  him,  all  the  damages  he  may  judge  to  be  the  direct  and  immediate  con- 
sequence of  the  infractions  committed  by  Venezuela. 

It  will  be  permitted  to  us  to  add  that,  even  if  the  protocol  instead  of  being  conceived 
in  general  terms  should  have  established  all  the  details  of  the  litigious  poinU,  it  would  not 
be  necessarily  inferred  therefrom  that  every  motive  or  claim  that  was  not  expressly  enun- 
ciated in  the  protocol  should  be  set  aside,  without  any  discussion,  as  being  without  the 
terms  of  that  protocol. 

If  no  other  difference  is  the  question,  or  if  the  question  is  a  difference  posteriorly  occurred 
between  the  parties;  if  the  new  motives  of  demand,  although  they  are  not  expressly  speciBed 
in  the  protocol,  are  found  therein,  however,  virtually  comprised,  whether  as  an  integral 
part  of  the  litigious  points  designated,  or  as  a  consequence  thereof;  if  the  source  of  those 
motives  is  found  in  the  compromise:  if  the  demand  is  not  different  from  those  which  the  com- 
promise has  foreseen  and  the  settlement  of  which  it  has  had  in  view;  and,  finally,  if  the  motives 
they  pretended  to  have  set  aside  might  later  give  place  to  the  same  debates  as  those  enunci- 
ated in  the  protocol,  the  arbiter  may  appreciate  the  merits  of  (hose  motives  and  include  them 
in  his  decision. 

The  new  Denizart  arbitration  No.  10  is  not  less  precise.  The  arbitrators  may  take  cogni- 
zance of  the  accessories  of  the  instance  and  of  all  those  incidents  in  .such  a  manner  connected 
with  the  case,  that  it  would  happen,  if  the  judgment  thereof  were  omitted,  that  the  parties 
would  always  be  divided  by  the  same  question  that  had  lx»en  the  object  of  the  protocol. 

Therefore,  when  motives  of  demand  not  expressly  enunciated  in  the  protocol  are  con- 
nected with  the  case  itself  in  such  a  manner,  that,  if  the  judgment  thereof  were  omitted,  the 
parties  would  be  left  in  the  presence  of  the  same  litigation,  the  arbitrators  are  competent  to 
take  cognizance  thereof.  Might  it  not  be  added  that,  if  they  were  openly  set  aside,  the  decis- 
ion might  be  considered  as  rendered  without  the  terms  of  the  protocol? 

It  appears  to  us  to  be  very  difficult  to  imagine  an  arbitration  in  which  the  motives  of 
demand,  which  they  pretend  to  have  set  aside  under  the  pretext  that  the  same  are  without  the 
protocol,  may  exhibit  a  greater  connection  with  the  facts  that  are  found  expressly  enun- 
ciated therein.  Not  only  they  would  be  supported  in  this  judgment  on  the  same  means  and 
would  require  the  same  debates  as  the  motives,  the  admissibility  of  which  is  not  discussed,  but 
it  could  not  be  ignored  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  soundly  appreciate  the  merits  of  the  other 
motives,  if  the  first  denials  of  justice,  the  causes  which  have  been  the  motive  and  the  purpose  of 
the  denials  of  justice  and  are,  therefore,  the  essential  part,  the  ground  of  the  suit,  were  not, 
after  having  constantly  drawn  the  attention  of  the  judge,  to  be  considered  as  one  of  the  liti- 
gious points  submitted  to  his  decision. 

The  evident  purpose  of  the  arbitration,  which  purpose  is  justified  by  the  general  terms 
of  the  treaty  of  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  has  been  to  decide  whether  there  has  been 
denials  of  justice;  to  fix,  if  there  has  been,  any,  the  damages  imputable  to  the  denial  of  justice, 
not  some  damages,  but  all  the  damages  that  Fabiani  claims  to  hai^e  sustained;  to  determine  the 
amount  of  the  reparation  and  to  put  a  definitive  end  to  the  difference  arisen  between  France 
and  Venezuela, 

It  is  important  that  the  decision  to  be  rendered  may,  conformably  to  the  noble  and 
pacific  formula  of  the  peace  tribunals,  declare  any  new  claim  of  Fabiani  for  denial  of  jus- 
tice inadmissible. 

Everything  tends,  therefore,  to  prove  that  the  identity  of  the  nature  of  the  demand,  the 
absolute  similitude  of  the  motives  invoked,  the  links  of  absolute  connection  uniting  the 
alleged  new  motives  with  ail  the  others  would  recommend,  if  the  protocol  offered  any 
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obscurity,  thai  questions  the  inadvisibility  of  uhieh  appears  proved  hyaU^  eircumstances  of 
the  suit  should  not  he  separated. 

In  the  statement  of  Fabiani,  he  says,  in  page  615,  when  dealing  with 
the  extent  and  justification  of  the  damages  and  losses,  the  following: 

If  the  arbitrator,  after  haviDg  examined  and  analyzed  our  different  motives  of  claim,  should 
be  induced  to  recognize  that  all  those  motives  are  justified  and  that  we  have  valued  our  dam- 
ages without  any  exaggeration,  Venezuela  could  congratulate  itself  at  its  insistence  in  having  a 
little  equitable  mode  of  payment  accepted,  since  the  sums  it  would  be  obligated  to  deliver  to  us 
would  not  represent  the  actual  amount  of  the  indemnity  that  may  be  adjudged  to  us  by  the 
award ;  so  that  it  would  not  be  exact  to  say  that  the  author  of  the  infraction  has  paid  and  we 
have  obtained  the  amount  of  the  damage  fixed  by  the  arbitrator.  And  if  it  should  be  admit- 
ted that  the  judge,  acting  either  by  way  of  elimination  or  by  uxiy  of  reduction,  should  find  that 
there  is  a  reason  to  restrict  the  measure  of  our  damages,  valued  in  specie,  when  taking  into  con- 
sideration its  conversion  into  3  per  cent  bonds,  at  the  price  of  those  values,  he  could  not,  even 
if  he  should  allow  to  us  the  whole  of  our  demand  in  bonds,  assure  to  us  an  integral  restitution 
unl&ss  his  valuations,  determined  absolutely  according  to  his  conscience,  cause  our  claims  to 
undergo  a  strong  reduction. 

Now,  therefore,  in  short,  if  the  arbitrator  finds  that  our  valuations  have  been  made  justly, 
measuring  the  damage  sustained,  he  will  regret  when  rendering  his  sentence  not  to  be  able  to 
assure  to  us  a  restitution  in  integrum.  And  if  he  considers  it  equitable  to  make  us  sustain  a 
reduction  in  some  of  our  claims,  or  even  if  he  holds  that  some  of  them  must  be  set  aside,  he  will 
find  himself,  despite  of  his  taking  into  consideration  the  quotation  of  the  bond&,  in  the  pres- 
ence of  a  true  lesion,  unless  he  considers  himself  to  be  in  the  case  of  reducing,  in  a  notable 
proportion,  the  amount  of  our  claim. 

In  page  622  of  his  statement,  Fabiani,  as  if  he  prejudged  the  decis- 
ion of  the  Swiss  arbitrator,  and  as  if  he  himself  were  dictating  the 
award  that  this  commission  of  arbitration  must  render  upon  his  pres- 
ent claim,  states  the  following: 

The  arbitrator  being,  as  every  tribunal,  vested  with  a  sovereign  right  of  appreciation,  with 
a  real  discretional  power  to  fix  the  amount  of  the  reparation  without  the  obligation  of 
expressing  the  motives  that  may  induce  him  to  give  this  sura  inste>ad  of  another,  the  arbi- 
trator, we  say,  in  allowing  a  lump  sura  is  not  obligated  to  render  his  award  in  accordance 
with  the  proofs  furnished  by  the  parties  or  to  mdicate  the  details  of  the  various  elements 
serving  to  determine  the  just  measure  of  the  damage.  The  compromise  purely  and  simply 
vests  him  with  the  duty  olfixxng  the  amount  of  the  indemnity,  if  the  resfxmsibility  of  Vene- 
zuela is  found  to  be  grounded. 

The  arbitrator  acts  with  the  plenitude  of  his  independence,  having  no  other  guide  than 
his  lights  and  his  love  for  justice,  he  inquires  ;  whether  such  a  prejudicer  or  such  a  damage  has 
been  the  direct  and  necessary  consequence  of  the  infractions  that  have  engaged  the  responsibility 
of  the  defendant,  from  the  moment  his  judgment  and  his  conscience  give  him  the  conviction 
that  the  prejudices  and  damages  can  not  Ixj  separated  from  the  reproached  infractions,  that 
they  can  not  have  had  other  causes,  he  is  dispensed  with  deviating  into  the  labyrinth  of 
more  or  less  immediate  or  more  or  less  remote  consequences,  and  especially  in  our  affair  it 
will  be  easy  for  him  to  conmnce  himself  that  no  intermediate  fact  has  come  to  divide  respon- 
sibilities: that  no  occurrences  alienate  from  the  reproachabic  facts  imputed  to  the  author  of 
the  infraction  can  have  exercised  or  has  exercised  any  influence,  hou^ever  small  it  may  be,  on 
the  disastrous  consequences  of  the  facts  charged.  It  is  those  acts,  namely,  the  illegal  obstacles 
opposed  to  the  exerase  of  our  rights,  the  faits  du  prince,  in  the  most  brutal  acceptation  of 
this  word,  that  constitute  the  only  cause  of  the  losses  it?€  have  sustained,  and  it  is  impossible 
even  to  suggest  that  other  causes  would  have  produced  the  same  losses  and  the  same  disa^ 
trous  effects,  if  those  obstacles  and  those  faits  du  pnnce  had  not  existed. 
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It  may  be  that  ih€  study  cfoxtr  affair,  and  the  detailed  examination  of  the  numerous  items 
(ff  our  claims  suggest  to  the  arbitrator  either  the  opinion  that  some  of  our  claims  have  no  direct 
and  immediate  connection  with  the  infractions  denounced,  or  the  opinion  that  certain  damages 
indicated  by  us  must  be  fixed  at  a  less  high  figure.  That  is  the  right  of  the  arbitrator,  and  the 
exercise  of  that  right  is  subordinated  only  to  the  inspirations  of  his  conscience. 

After  these  clear  avowals  and  clear  statement  made  by  Fabiani  of 
the  object  of  the  demand  decided  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator,  of  the  connec- 
tion of  all  the  points  of  the  claim,  of  the  possibiHty  that  some  of  those 
items  of  the  claim  might  not  have  a  direct  or  indirect  connection  with 
the  infractions  constituting  denials  of  justice,  of  the  power  recognized 
in  the  arbitrator  to  proceed,  by  elivmiation  or  reduction j  to  fix  the 
amount  that  Venezuela  was  to  pay,  in  case  its  responsibility  were 
established,  setting  aside  everything  that  might  not  be  considered  as 
grounded  within  the  general  terms  of  the  protocol,  in  order  to 
arrive,  hy  accepting  all  or  part  of  the  claims  in  question ,  at  an  end  of  the 
difference  or  demand  between  France  and  Venezuela,  we  can  only 
regard  as  a  chimera  the  pretention  that  the  award  of  Berne  left  without 
a  definitive  decision  any  of  the  claims  of  Fabiani  against  Venezuela 
that  were  the  subject  of  the  suit.  The  grand  total  of  the  claim  that 
Fabiani  made  amount  to  the  sum  of  46,944,563.17  francs,  and  the 
Swiss  arbitrator  fixed  at  the  sum  of  4,346,656.61  francs,  was  the  object 
of  the  suit,  the  subject-matter  of  the  analysis,  the  proofs  and  debates, 
as  to  what  the  arbitrator  was  to  allow  for  denials  of  justice,  if  these 
were  proved.  The  facts  debated  were  all  those  that  Fabiani  alleged  as 
the  grounds  of  the  different  items  of  the  claim ;  the  powers  of  the  arbi- 
trator to  judge  and  decide,  those  that  the  arbitration  protocol  of 
the  24th  of  February,  1891,  conferred  upon  him,  \\dthout  Hmitations  of 
appreciation ;  the  law  or  norm  to  which  he  was  to  conform  his  judgment 
and  the  decisions  of  his  conscience,  the  denial  of  justice  on  the  part  of 
Venezuela,  duly  established;  the  effect  or  result  of  that  judgment  and 
of  that  sentence  being  the  ohject  of  the  demand,  the  determination  of  the 
amount  of  the  indemnity,  recognizing  all  or  part  of  the  claims  in  ques- 
tion or  declaring  Venezuela  exempted  from  responsibilities. 

The  arbitrator,  exercising  his  sovereign  powers  of  appreciation, 
eliminated,  when  fixing  the  amount  of  the  indemnity,  points  or  sums  of 
the  claim  of  Fabiani,  because  he  considered  them  as  absolutely 
excluded  from  his  decision,  as  they  rested  on  facts  alien  to  the  denial 
of  justice.  In  making  this  elimination,  he  judged,  rejected,  eliminated, 
or  disallowed  them  (these  are  synonymous  words),  because  they  did 
not  represent  effects  or  consequences  of  denials  of  justice,  the  only  cause 
which,  according  to  the  protocol,  made  Venezuela  incur  responsihilities. 

Amply  exercising  also  his  powers  of  appreciation,  he  considered 
some  facts  as  denials  of  justice,  he  considered  theTesponsibility  of 
Venezuela  aggravated  by  the  existence  of  certain /aifs  du  prince,  as 
indications  of  the  hostile  attitude  of  Venezuela  against  Fabiani  and 
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motives  of  incitation  for  the  judicial  authorities  to  the  denial  of  justice; 
and  he  made  use  of  the  means  of  proofs  and  allegations  with  the  pur- 
pose to  establish  the  existence  of  other  concluding  and  connected 
facts  relating  to  the  denials  of  justice. 

By  the  proceeding  of  elimination  and  reduction  of  the  several  sums 
to  which  Fabiani  made  his  claim  amount,  the  arbitrator  fixed,  as  the 
total  indemnity  that  Venezuela  was  to  deliver  to  Fabiani,  the  sum  of 
4,346,656.51  francs  for  the  following  respects: 

Francs. 

1.  Roncayolo's  debt 424,177.55 

2.  Income  for  pilot  service  for  December,  1877,  to  the  15th  of  July,  1882...  .      68, 312.  45 

3.  Income  for  towing  service  from  1880, 1881,  to  the  15th  of  July,  1882  ....       2,54, 166.  51 

4.  Expenses  for  the  execution  of  the  sentences,  including  interest 200, 000. 00 

5.  Material  and  moral  damage  caused  Fabiani  by  his  bankruptcy 1, 800, 000. 00 

6.  Indirect  damage,  compound  interest,  and  an  indemnity  for  the  profit  that 

Fabiani  might  have  derived  in  his  business  from  the  investment  of  the 
sums  2  and  3,  taking  into  consideration  the  realization  of  a  mortgage  for 
120,000  francs 1,500,000.00 

7.  Costs  of  the  international  instance 100, 000. 00 

Total 4,346,656.51 

It  is  evidenced  by  the  foregoing  demonstration  that  the  Swiss 
arbitrator  decided  all  the  connected  points  of  the  claim  of  Fabiani  that 
are  minutely  determined  in  the  nine  paragraphs  comprising  the  object 
of  the  demand,  according  to  the  classification  made  by  the  arbitrator 
in  page  11  of  the  sentence,  namely: 

First,  the  reparation  of  the  damage  sustained; 

Second,  the  gain  frustrated; 

Third,  the  interest  calculated  from  the  date  of  the  damageable  acts; 

Fourth,  the  compound  interest; 

Fifth,  the  sacrifices  made  by  the  injured  party  for  the  maintenance 
of  his  industry; 

Sixth,  the  prejudice  deriving  from  the  expense  made  and  from  the 
time  lost  to  arrive  at  the  execution  of  the  sentences; 

Seventh,  the  damages  to  be  considered  as  the  necessary  consequences 
of  the  offenses; 

Eighth,  the  damage  done  by  the  privation  of  work  in  the  future,  and 

Ninth,  the  reparation  of  the  moral  prejudice. 

The  sentence  of  the  Berne  tribunal  fixes  the  amount  of  the  indem- 
nity for  all  the  aforesaid  causes  in  a  less  sum  than  that  established  by 
Fabiani,  the  arbitrator  using  in  this  point  his  free  power  of  apprecia- 
tion, but  admitting  in  principle  all  the  conclusions  of  the  demand. 

Such  is  expressly  declared  by  the  sentence  in  its  final  paragraph  C, 
Part  VI,  page  47,  running  as  follows: 

As  to  the  cost  of  the  present  instance,  the  arbitrator,  making  it  to  appear  that  the  con- 
clusions of  the  petition  are  adjudged  in  principle,  but  that  the  exaggeration  of  the  claims 
put  forward  has  occasioned  useless  expense,  charges  the  respondent  Government  with  the 
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expense  of  the  claiming  government,  liquidated  at  the  sum  of  100,000  francs,  and  compen- 
sates between  the  parties  the  expense  of  the  arbitration. 

For  all  the  reasons  above  expressed  the  arbitrator  for  Venezuela  is 
of  opinion  that,  as  there  exists  an  award  passed  and  affirmed  on  all  and 
every  one  of  the  points  comprised  in  the  demand  decided  by  the  Swiss 
arbitrator,  and  originated  by  the  claims  of  Antonio  Fabiani  against  the 
Government  of  Venezuela,  in  accordance  with  the  compromise  entered 
into  between  said  Government  and  the  Government  of  France,  on  the 
24th  of  February,  1891,  every  new  demand  of  indemnity  on  the  part 
of  Fabiani  referring  or  confined  to  the  same  claims  that  were  the  object 
of  that  protocol  and  of  the  subsequent  suit  and  sentence,  tried  and  ren- 
dered by  the  tribunal  of  arbitration  at  Berne,  is  inadmissible. 

He,  therefore,  absolutely  rejects  the  demand  of  indemnity  which  has 
given  a  motive  for  this  opinion. 

Caracas,  May  30, 1908. 

NOTE   BY   THE   VENEZUELAN   COMMISSIONER. 

The  French  arbitrator  was  of  opinion  that,  as  there  was  no  sentence  passed  and  affirmed 
on  the  points  of  this  claim,  he  admitted  it  for  its  integral  amount,  and  consequently,  as 
appears  from  the  records  of  the  proceedings,  it  was  referred  to  the  decision  of  the  umpire. 
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Doctor  Pa(il  has,  without  examining  it  deeply  nor  discussing  the 
figures  submitted  by  the  claimant,  rejected  the  claim  presented  by  M. 
Antoine  Fabiani  as 

having  already  l)een  decided  by  the  court  of  arbitration  of  Berne,  the  sentence  of  which 
has,  in  his  opinion,  passed  definitely  upon  all  the  leading  points  of  the  indemnity  presented 
by  M.  Fabiani. 

The  Venezuelan  arbitrator  considers  that  the  President  of  the  Swiss 
Confederation  has  eliminated  a  certain  number  of  the  points  of  the 
claim  because  the  facts  upon  which  these  are  founded,  being  foreign  to 
the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  State,  do  not  make  Vene- 
zuela responsible.  This  elimination  does  not  constitute  in  his  eyes  a 
declaration  of  want  of  jurisdiction  based  upon  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment of  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  but  it  would  establish  that  these 
facts  are  not  of  a  nature  to  justify  the  demands  for  indemnity.  It  is 
upon  this  theory  that  M.  Lachenal  would  have  definitely  put  them 
aside.  Consequently  M.  Fabiani  could  not,  according  to  Doctor  Paul, 
be  admitted  to  present  before  the  court  of  arbitration  appointed  by  the 
protocol  of  the  19th  of  February,  1902,  a  new  claim,  his  cause  having 
been  already  entirely  and  definitely  settled.  Finally,  my  honorable 
colleague  observes  incidentally  that  M.  Fabiani  has  waited  six  years 
since  the  award  of  Berne  has  been  effective  for  setting  up  his  new 
claim.  On  the  contrary,  from  the  reading  of  the  award  rendered  the 
30th  of  December,  1896,  by  the  President  of  the  Swiss  Confederation, 
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I  have  concluded  that  the  arbitrator  had  set  aside  all  the  points 
renewed  to-day  by  M.  Fabiani,  not  because  they  could  not  in  anyway 
place  the  responsibility  upon  Venezuela,  but  only  because  they  are  not 
in  accord  with  the  agreement  of  arbitration  signed  the  24th  of  Febru- 
ary, 1891,  by  the  two  Governments.  M.  Lachenal  has  then  contented 
himself,  in  my  opinion,  to  declare  himself  incompetent  to  examine  the 
said  claims,  which  by  this  very  fact  find  themselves  reserved  for  the 
examination  of  the  court  of  arbitration  instituted  by  the  protocol  of 
February  19,  1902.  He  has  in  no  way  decided  that  tliese  main  points, 
upon  which  he  has  refused  to  render  a  decision,  could  not  form  the 
object  of  any  demand  for  indemnity.  After  having  said  in  fact,  on 
page  22  of  the  award : 

It  results,  from  the  evidence  of  the  very  text  of  the  agreement  and  from  the  ensemhU  of^ 
the  facts  of  the  case,  that  the  respondent  Government  Is  sued  solely  by  reason  of  the  non- 
execution  by  the  Venezuelan  authorities  of  the  arbitral  award  rendered  at  Marseilles  on  the 
date  of  the  15th  December,  18S0,  between  Antoioe  Fabiani  on  one  part,  Benoit  and  Andr^ 
Roncayolo  on  the  other  part. 

M.  Lachenal  adds,  on  page  25: 

In  return  Venezuela  does  not  incur  any  responsibility,  according  to  the  agreement,  on 
account  of  facts  foreign  to  the  judicial  authority  of  the  defendant  State.  The  claims  which 
the  petition  bases  upon  faits  du  prince,  which  are.  either  changes  of  legislation  or  arbitrary- 
acts  of  the  executive  power,  are  absolutely  withdrawn  from  the  decision  of  the  arbitrator, 
who  eliminates  from  the  procedure  all  the  allegations  and  means  of  proof  relating  thereto, 
as  long  as  he  could  not  reserve  them  to  establish  other  concluding  and  connected  facts  rela- 
tive to  the  denials  of  justice. 

In  his  desire  to  state  very  precisely  the  object  of  the  litigation  follow- 
ing the  agreement,  M.  Lachenal  even  fixed  the  date  (June  7, 1881)  after 
which  the  denials  of  justice  ought  to  be  produced  in  order  that  by  their 
act  it  might  be  possible  according  to  the  agreement  to  again  hold  Vene- 
zuela to  responsibility.  Is  this  to  say  that  for  every  denial  of  justice 
previous  to  this  date  M.  Fabiani  would  not  have  been  able  to  demand 
indemnity  from  the  Venezuelan  Government  before  any  tribunal  had 
it,  like  this  one,  the  most  extended  jurisdiction?  It  would  not  be 
more  unreasonable  and  more  imjust  to  pretend  that  to  refuse  to  M. 
Fabiani  the  right  of  a  compensation  from  the  fact  of  the  main  point 
of  the  claim  which  he  raises  again  before  this  new  court.  The  decla- 
ration of  want  of  jurisdiction  of  the  arbitrator  is  clear,  but  it  does  not 
constitute  in  any  way  a  patent  of  irresponsibility  for  Venezuela 
because  of  arbitrary  acts  of  its  government  prejudicial  to  M.  Fabiani, 
who  remained  free  to  demand  reparation  before  a  court  of  which  the 
jurisdiction  would  not  be  limited,  as  that  of  the  court  of  Berne,  by  the 
terms  of  a  restrictive  compromise.  Such  is  the  case  of  the  court  of 
arbitration  instituted  by  the  protocol  of  the  19th  of  February,  1902, 
which  regards  in  a  general  way,  of  whatever  nature  they  may  be,  all 
the  demands  for  indemnities  presented  by  Frenchmen  and  founded  on 
acts  anterior  to  May  23,  1899. 
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This  time  the  Venezuelan  Go vemment  can  not  maintain,  as  in  1891, 
that  only  denials  of  justice  of  a  special  character  can  fix  the  responsi- 
bility upon  Venezuela.  Besides,  a  great  number  of  claims  presented 
to  the  courts  of  arbitration  which  sat  last  year  at  Caracas  had  pre- 
cisely for  a  foundation,  not  denials  of  justice  chargeable  to  the  judicial 
power,  but  to  f aits  du  prince  analogous  to  those  of  which  M.  Fabiani 
has  been  the  victim,  and  there  resulted  for  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment condemnations  to  very  extensive  pecuniary  reparations.  Besides, 
one  can  not  allege  a  grievance  against  M.  Fabiani  for  having  waited  to 
present  his  new  claim  until  a  court  of  arbitration  should  have  been 
formed  to  judge  it.  One  knows,  in  fact,  that  the  decision  of  the  arbi- 
trator of  Berne,  on  the  one  hand,  bears  the  date  of  the  30th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1896,  and,  on  the  other,  from  1895  to  1903  all  the  claims  of  the 
French  against  the  Venezuelan  Government  have  remained  in  sus- 
pense, the  diplomatic  relations  between  these  two  countries  being 
themselves  suspended.  I  consider  in  consequence  that  the  plea  of 
res  judicata  can  not  reasonably  be  invoked. 

The  main  points  of  the  claim  presented  by  M.  Fabiani  have  not 
been  adjudged  by  the  arbitrator  of  Berne.  He  has  not  been  able 
then  to  declare  that  they  did  not  permit  absolutely  any  demands  for 
indemnity.  M.  Lachenal  has  not  raised  the  facts  by  reason  of  which 
M.  Fabiani  demands  to-day  some  indemnities  except  as  indications 
of  the  ill  Tvill  of  the  executive  power.  He  has  thereby  recognized 
their  existence  and  established  their  injurious  character,  M.  Fabiani 
then  only  uses  a  legitimate  right  in  reclaiming  before  this  new  juris- 
diction with  imlimited  power  in  whatever  concerns  the  French  claims 
previous  to  the  23d  of  May,  1899,  an  equitable  reparation  for  the 
large  damages  which  these  acts  have  caused  him. 

In  referring  to  the  memoirs  prepared  by  the  interested  party  one  is 
seized  with  astonishment  at  the  multitude  of  arbitrary  acts  of  every 
kind  which  M.  Fabiani  proves  by  his  invincible  arguments  and 
authentic  documents  he  has  had  to  suffer  since  his  establishment 
at  Venezuela.  During  my  sojourn  in  this  country  I  have  found, 
w^hether  at  Caracas  or  at  Maracaibo,  among  established  foreigners 
and  the  Venezuelans  that  no  attachment  with  the  Government  pre- 
vents from  being  impartial,  a  unanimous  agreement  in  recognizing 
that  M.  Fabiani  had  been  pursued  for  long  years  by  the  hatred  of  the 
executive  power  of  which  the  evident  end  was  to  strip  him  of  his  capi- 
tal and  the  fruits  of  his  labors  without  anything  in  the  conduct  and 
attitude  of  this  foreigner  justifying  or  even  explaining  such  animosity. 
I  have  read  with  attention  the  memoir  and  the  conclusions  remitted 
by  M.  Fabiani.  I  have  not  found  therein  any  inaccuracy  nor  any 
exaggeration.  I  have  found  to  the  contrary,  as  in  the  dossier  of  the 
proofs  furnished  in  support,  the  constant  care  to  be  minutely  precise. 
As  moreover  none  of  his  demands  have  been  contested  in  the  founda- 
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tion  and  in  the  figures  by  the  respondent  Government,  it  has  not 
appeared  possible  to  me  to  put  them  aside  or  to  reduce  the  amount. 
I  have  consequently  accorded  to  M.  Fabiani  the  indemnity  which  he 
claims. 

Doctor  Paul  has  insisted  on  having  stated  in  the  minutes  of  the 
meetings  of  the  commission  that  my,decision  had  not  been  preceded 
by  any  discussion  between  the  arbitrators  upon  the  amount  of  the 
claim  which  he  rejected  for  an  interlocutory  reason.  It  is  really  because 
my  colleague  has  not  discussed  the  figures  presented  by  M.  Fabiani 
that  I  have  been  under  the  obligation  of  accepting  them  as  a  whole. 
They  have  not  seemed  to  me  exaggerated,  ^nd  the  interested  party 
has  naturally  not  furnished  me  with  the  means  of  contesting  them. 
I  am,  moreover,  far  from  believing,  if  I  may  judge  by  the  defense 
remitted  to  the  arbitrator  of  Berne,  that  the  Venezuelan  Government 
has  not  been  sorry  to  intrench  itself  behind  the  plea  of  res  judicata 
by  means  of  an  interpretation  of  the  award  which  seems  to  me  inad- 
missible. Conscientiously,  then,  I  judge  that  the  Venezuelan  Gov- 
ernment ought  to  turn  over  to  M.  Fabiani  as  an  indemnity  a  sum  of 
9,509,728.30  francs. 

In  conclusion,  I  think  I  ought  to  submit  two  considerations  to  the 
particular  attention  of  the  umpire. 

First,  one  can  notice  in  running  through  the  memoir  presented  by 
M.  Fabiani  to  the  arbitrator  of  Berne  and  the  award  of  M.  Lachenal 
that  all  the  figures  asked  by  the  claimant  and  retained  by  the  arbitra- 
tor as  comprised  in  or  receiving  their  source  in  the  award  of  Marseilles 
have  been  recognized  as  exact  and  admitted  by  M.  Lachenal  without 
any  reduction.  This  observation  is  not  without  value  and  ought  to 
remain  present  in  the  mind  while  one  examines  the  figures  presented 
in  course  of  this  claim.  It  is  honorable  for  M.  Fabiani,  whose  exam- 
ple in  this  is  very  rarely  followed  by  foreigners  who  enter  complaint 
against  Venezuela. 

Moreover,  it  is  to  be  considered  that  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
protocol  indemnity  ought  to  be  paid  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt 
and  not  in  gold.  Thanks  to  this  concession,  granted  by  the  French 
Government  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  in  order  to  allow  it  to 
pay  its  debts  with  greater  ease,  the  amount  of  the  indemnity  becomes 
singularly  reduced  in  reality.  The  bonds  issued  by  the  Government 
of  Caracas  have  a  real  value,  which  is  always  very  much  less  than  their 
nominal  value.  In  May,  1903,  they  reached  a  depreciation  of  30  per 
cent.  In  December,  1903,  they  sank  to  70  per  cent  of  their  value. 
For  some  months  their  real  viJue  seems  to  have  stopped  at  40  per 
cent  of  the  nominal  value.  It  would  be,  then,  if  the  umpire  should 
partake  of  the  sentiment  of  the  French  arbitrator,  a  little  less  thtin 
4,000,000  bolivars  in  gold  which  Fabiani  would  receive  and  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  would  have  to  remit. 

August  2,  1904. 
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Before  preparing  the  opinion  I  submitted  at  the  sitting  of  May  30, 
1903,  which  I  submit  herewith,  translated  into  English,  rejecting  the 
claim  filed  by  A.  Fabiani  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  the 
amoimt  of  9,509,728.30  francs,  I  made  a  complete  investigation  of 
the  facts  upon  which  the  claimant  bases  his  contention.  It  was  after 
becoming  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  case  and  based  on  the  reason  contained  in  my  opinion  as  afore- 
said that  I  rendered  the  following  decision : 

That  because  there  existed  a  condition  of  res  judicata  covering  each  and  every  one  of  the 
points  contiuned  in  the  case  decided  bj  the  Swiss  arbitrator,  originating  in  the  claims  of 
Antoine  Fabiani  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  in  accordance  with  the  convention 
made  between  the  latter  Government  and  that  of  France  on  February  24,  1891,  any  new 
claim  foF  indemnification  made  by  Fabiani  is  inadmissible  if  referring  to  or  containing  the 
same  contentions  which  originated  said  agreement  and  the  subsequent  hearing  of  the  case 
and  sentence  passed  by  the  Arbitration  Court  of  Berne. 

The  French  commissioner,  at  the  session  above  referred  to,  did  not  go 
beyond  stating  his  opinion  that  the  Swiss  commissioner  had  laid  aside 
all  the  points  originating  the  claim  entered  anew  by  Fabiani  as  not 
included  in  the  arbitration  agreement  signed  on  February  24,  1891, 
by  the  two  Governments,  and  that  the  President  of  the  Swiss  Confed- 
eration having  declared  himself  disqualified  to  examine  the  several 
complaints  on  the  same  grounds  above  mentioned,  such  contentions 
were  therefore  a  proper  subject  of  investigation  by  the  commission 
created  by  the  Paris  protocol.  •  M.  de  Peretti  ended  by  admitting 
Fabiani's  claim,  acknowledging  its  soimd  basis,  and  granting  the  full 
amount  of  the  claim. 

In  order  to  be  able  to  fully  imderstand  the  points  relating  to  the 
convention  made  on  February  24,  1891,  between  the  French  and  the 
Venezuelan  Governments,  the  object  of  said  convention,  the  ends  both 
Governments  endeavored  to  attain,  the  extent  of  the  arbitration  agree- 
ment entered  into,  the  claims  that  were  to  be  properly  admitted  to  the 
examination  and  decision  of  the  umpire  at  Berne,  and  in  order  to  prop- 
erly establish  if  M.  Fabiani  may  or  may  not  introduce  before  this  com- 
mission a  new  claim  embracing  facts  and  circumstances  antedating 
said  convention,  but  included  in  the  arbitration  agreement  and  sub- 
mitted to  examination  and  decision  at  Berne  in  compliance  with  the 
protocol  of  1891,  it  becomes  necessary  to  bring  before  us  the  precise 
language  of  said  convention  and  the  antecedents  or  official  communi- 
cations passed  through  diplomatic  channels  preceding  such  convention 
and  which  sufficiently  explain  the  causes  originating  the  arbitration 
agreement,  the  nature  and  circumstances  of  the  facts  or  claims  entered 
by  M.  Fabiani,  and  the  action  the  French  Government  deemed  proper 
to  enter  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela  in  order  to  safeguard  all 
S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 7 
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the  rights  and  all  the  interests  of  the  French  citizen  who  had  invoked  its 
protection. 

I  beg  to  submit  herewith  Spanish  and  EJnglish  copies  of  the  conven- 
tion made  in  Caracas  on  February  24,  1891,  between  the  representa- 
tives of  the  French  and  the  Venezuelan  Governments,  the  first  para- 
graph of  which  contains  the  following  language: 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  the  Government  of  the  French 
Republic  have  agreed  to  submit  to  an  umpire  the  claims  of  M.  Antonio  Fabiani  against  the 
Venezuelan  Government. 

It  is  not  possible  to  find  in  any  convention  of  like  nature  a  clearer 
exposition  or  a  wider  scope  as  regards  the  object  of  the  arbitration. 
The  agreement  was  to  submit  to  an  umpire  the  claims  of  M.  Antonio 
Fabiani — that  is,  the  claims  of  M.  Fabiani  against  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  up  to  the  date  of  the  convention — and  no  doubt  whatever 
can  exist  as  regards  this  conclusion,  as  otherwise  the  object  for  which 
the  convention  was  made  would  be  defeated. 

No  limitation  was  placed  upon  any  claims  M.  Fabiani  might  have 
had  against  the  Venezuelan  Government,  nor  can  it  be  supposed  that, 
the  object  of  the  convention  being  to  finally  close  a  long  diplomatic 
process  during  which  France  had  most  energetically  maintained  the 
necessity  of  Venezuela  submitting  to  arbitration  Fabiani's  claims,  a 
protocol  should  be  concluded  between  both  countries,  the  terms  of 
which,  while  agreeing  to  arbitration  proceedings,  should  except  certain 
portions  of  claims  which  kept  their  friendly  relations  disturbed.  A 
foreign  office  as  important  and  enlightened  as  that  of  France  can  not 
father  such  absurdities. 

The  first  paragraph  of  the  convention  of  February  24,  1891,  having 
determined  the  original  object  of  the  arbitration — i.  e.,  FaMani^s 
claims — Article  I,  which  immediately  follows,  makes  the  following 
stipulation : 

The  umpire  shall  *  *  ♦  determine  if  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the 
general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  convention  in  force  between  the  two  con- 
tracting powers,  the  Venezuelan  Government  is  responsible  for  the  damages  which  M. 
Fabiani  alleges  to  have  suffered  because  of  denial  of  justice. 

The  clear  and  precise  language  of  this  article  shows  how  far  did  both 
Governments  consider  it  necessary  to  impress  upon  the  umpire's  mind 
in  unequivocal  terms  that  the  claims  or  damages — that  is,  those  to  be 
submitted  for  his  investigation — which  M.  Fabiani  alleged  to  have  suf- 
fered through  denial  of  justice,  were  to  be  determined  in  conformity 
with  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations, 
and  the  convention  in  force  between  the  two  contracting  powers,  in 
order  to  -fix  the  responsibility  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  according 
to  such  laws,  principles,  and  convention. 

^^  The  damages  which  M.  Fabiani  alleges  to  have  suffered ^  Accord- 
ing to  such  language,  what  is  that  which  Fabiani  alleges  to  have  suf- 
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fered  ?  Common  sense  will  say  '  *  the  damages."  For  what  cause  does 
Fabiani  allege  to  have  suffered  such  damages?  Because  of  the  denial 
of  justice.  How  is  the  umpire  to  view  the  denials  of  justice  which 
Fabiani  alleges  have  originated  the  damages  suffered,  now  submitted 
to  the  imipire's  decision?  According  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the 
general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  convention  in  force 
between  the  two  powers.  It  is  thus  seen  that  the  above-([uoted  arti- 
cle clearly  specifies  the  three  elements  which  constitute  the  object  of 
the  arbitration — i.  e.,  the  damages  suffered  by  Fabiani  in  Venezuela, 
submitted  to  the  umpire  in  the  shape  of  claims,  the  cause  of  such 
claims  or  damages  which  Fabiani  made  solely  dependent  upon  the 
denials  of  justice,  and  the  standard  which  the  umpire  must  follow  to 
find  out  whether  or  not  there  has  been  a  denial  of  justice  as  the  funda- 
mental and  only  basis  of  the  claims  or  damages  alleged  by  Fabiani  at 
the  time  of  the  convention. 

Article  II  of  the  convention  reads  as  follows: 

To  fix,  should  such  liability  be  found,  for  the  whole  of  ike  claims  in  question  or  any  portion 
thereof  the  amount  of  the  pecuniary  indemnification  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  must 
make  to  M.  Fabiani,  which  shall  be  paid  in  3  per  cent  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt. 

According  to  this  article,  the  Berne  umpire  was  to  fix  at  a  certain 
sum  the  amount  of  the  pecuniary  indenmification  should  it  be  found 
that  Venezuela  was  liable  for  the  whole  of  the  claims  or  any  portion 
thereof  entered  by  Fabiani.  That  portion  of  the  claim  for  which  the 
umpire  found  Venezuela  to  be  responsible,  fixing  the  amount  at 
4,346,656.57  francs,  was  deUvered  to  M.  Fabiani  in  compliance  with 
said  Article  II  in  3  per  cent  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt.  That  por- 
tion of  the  claim  for  which  the  umpire  found  that  Venezuela  was  not 
liable  was  rejected;  and  he  also  adjudged  that  there  was  no  denial  of 
justice  as  alleged  by  Fabiani  to  be  the  cause  of  damages  of  that  portion 
of  the  claim  ^ejected,  and  also  declared  that  the  amounts  claimed  for 
the  justified  damages  were  grossly  exaggerated.  He  so  declares  in  a 
conclusive  manner  in  final  Paragraph  C,  Part  VI,  page  47  of  the  origi- 
nal award,  which  reads  as  follows: 

As  regards  the  expenses  in  this  appeal,  the  umpire,  while  declaring  that  the  conclumons  in 
the  case  are  admitted  in  principle ^  but  that  the  exaggeration  of  the  claims  made  ha-s  caused 
unnecessary  expenses,  estimates  the  liquidated  expenses  of  the  claimant  Government  against 
the  respondent  Government  in  the  sum  of  100,000  francs  and  divides  between  the  two 
the  arbitration  expenses. 

Such  declaration,  which  the  Berne  umpire  found  indispensable  to 
make,  irrevocably  fixes  the  true  condition  of  Fabiani's  claims,  which 
were  the  subject  of  arbitration,  in  respect  to  the  Government  of  Ven- 
ezuela. The  conclusions  in  the  case  were  admitted  in  principle,  but 
there  was  exaggeration  in  the  claims  made.  Fabiani  won  the  case, 
obtained  a  gain  de  caxtse  as  regards  the  liability  of  Venezuela  as  found 
by  the  umpire  growing  out  of  denials  of  justice  which  constituted  the 
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main  cause  of  the  claims  Fabiani  endeavored  to  establish  against 
Venezuela,  but  the  claims  made  were  found  by  the  umpire  to  be 
exaggerated,  so  he  reduced  them  to  the  amount  given  in  the  award. 

The  claims  Fabiani  has  again  presented  to  have  examined  by  this 
conmiission  are  the  same  as  those  submitted  to  the  Berne  tribunal, 
the  umpire  then  accepting  in  principle  the  conclusions  in  the  case, 
but  finding  that  the  claims  were  exaggerated.  My  argument  in  regard 
to  this  issue  is  more  fully  expressed  in  my  opinion  of  May  30,  1903. 

I  also  beg  to  submit  with  this  additional  opinion  copy  of  the 
diplomatic  correspondence  passed  between  the  Governments  signa- 
tory to  the  convention  of  February  24,  1891,  in  the  years  1889  and 
1890,  preceding  such  convention,  wherein  it  is  shown  that  both  Gov- 
ernments were  animated  by  the  purpose  of  definitively  settling  Fabiani' s 
claims  by  means  of  the  arbitration  agreement  made  in  1891.  I  beg  to 
call  the  honorable  umpire's  attention  to  the  following  paragraphs: 

His  excellency  M.  Blanchard  de  Farges,  minister  of  France  in  Car- 
acas, to  Mr.  P.  Casanova,  minister  of  foreign  relations,  note  of  Decem- 
ber 31,  1889: 

To  judge  from  the  very  particular  interest  taken  in  France  to  settle  this  matter  (Fabiani's 
claim)  and  the  regrettable  turn  which  unhappily  has  been  formerly  given  to  your  excellency's 
administration  and  my  arrival  in  Caracas,  I  hold  the  certainty  that  my  Government  would 
see  in  the  manifestation  of  more  favorable  dispositions  as  regards  said  claim  the  clearest  evi- 
dence of  the  desire  of  the  eminent  President  of  the  Republic  of  Venezuela  and  of  yourself  to 
establish  between  the  two  countries  a  cordiality  toward  which  all  my  efforts  are  bent. 

Mr.  P.  Casanova,  minister  of  foreign  relations  to  his  excellency  M. 
Blanchard  de  Farges,  note  of  January  14,  1890: 

After  the  consideration  of  your  excellency's  note  of  December  31,  ultimo,  wherein,  while 
referring  to  the  interviews  we  have  held  in  regard  to  several  pending  matters  between  the 
two  Governments,  but  without  expressing  the  grounds  the  French  Republic  may  have  to 
insist  upon  the  Fabiani  daimj  rejected  from  its  origin  by  Venezuela,  your  excellency  pro- 
ploses  to  have  it  submitted  to  arbitration,  the  President,  desirous  of  exhausting  all  efforts  in 
behalf  of  the  desired  good  harmony  between  both  countries,  has  directed  me  to  state  to  your 
excellency  that  he  is  willing  to  accept  such  in  principle,  providing  the  umpire  chosen  be 
selected  from  the  Presidents  of  the  Latin- American  Republics;  that  the  question  to  be 
decided  be  ''if  this  is  the  case  provided  for  in  article  5  of  the  French- Venezuelan  convention 
of  November  26,  1885;"  and  that  in  case  Venezuela  should  be  condemned  to  pay  any  indem- 
nification, in  view  of  the  legal  proofs  adduced  in  favor  of  the  claimant,  such  agreement  to  be 
submitted  to  the  National  Congress  as  provided  by  law,  such  indenmity  to  be  paid  in  3  per 
cent  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt. 

M.  Blanchard  de  Farges  to  M.  Marco  Antonio  Saluzzo,  minister 
of  foreign  relations,  note  of  May  20,  1890: 

I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  note  dated  on  the  14th  instant  in  reply  to 
the  one  I  delivered  to  your  excellency  on  the  1st,  regarding  FabianVs  claim.    *    *    * 

As  regards  the  second  part  of  the  communication  I  now  have  the  pleasure  to  answer,  I 
notice  with  pleasure  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  does  not  further  insist  upon  the  con- 
dition that  the  election  of  the  umpire  to  be  appointed  could  not  be  made  but  in  the  person  of 
the  President  of  one  of  the  Latin-American  Republics. 
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In  the  matter  of  your  refusal  to  agree  in  the  condition  which  my  Government  now  pro- 
poses through  me  asking  tfiat  the  umpire's  award  shall  deal  only  with  the  amount  of  the  indem- 
nity to  he  fixed  for  M.  Fabianij  I  can  not  but  earnestly  deplore  that  you  do  not  think  you  can 
grant  us  this  point,  and  that  you  should  permit  that  in  this  manner  there  should  be  per- 
petuated between  the  two  countries  an  element  of  dissension  to  the  obliteration  of  which  I 
am  satis6ed  I  have  done  everything  in  my  power. 

Dr.  Modesto  Urbaneja,  minister  of  Venezuela  in  Paris,  to  the  min- 
ister of  foreign  relations  of  Venezuela,  note  of  July  22,  1890: 

Consequently,  for  greater  clarity  and  to  prevent  that  M.  Fabiani  should  misconstrue  the 
agreement,  thus  creating  new  difficulties,  I  told  the  minister  (M.  Ribot)  that  I  was  going  to 
infonn  the  Venezuelan  Government  of  the  agreement  precisely  in  the  following  language  : 

That  the  French  Government  is  willing  to  accept  that  the  question  relative  to  M.  Fabiani  be 
submitted  to  the  President  of  the  Federal  Council  of  Switzerland  as  arbitro  juris;  first,  to 
decide  if  this  be  the  case  provided  for  in  article  5  of  the  French-Venezuelan  convention  of 
November  26, 1885;  and,  second,  should  the  umpire  decide  that  such  is  the  case  provided  for 
in  article  5,  then  the  umpire  is  to  ^  2^  sum  that  must  he  paid  to  M.  Fabiani  in  3  per  cent 
bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt.  - 

I  have  discussed  the  matter  with  the  director  of  the  cabinet,  who  has  told  me  that,  although 
the  French  Government  agrees  in  the  substance  of  the  two  points  mentioned,  it  is  not 
desired  that  they  should  be  stated  in  such  terms,  because  these  would,  to  a  certain  extent, 
be  little  satisfactory  to  the  French  Government,  ujhich  has  decidedly  supported  M.  FabianVs 
claim y  entering  it  energetically  through  diplomatic  channels. 

M.  Blanchard  de  Farges  to  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  of 
Venezuela,  note  of  August  12,  1890: 

Referring  to  the  last  communications  passed  between  us  dated  May  14  and  20,  ultimo, 
relating  to  the  Fabiani  matter,  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  your  approval  the  inclosed 
draft  of  a  statement  which  I  have  just  received  from  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  of  the 
French  Republic  to  serve  as  a  basis  to  the  arbitration  already  agreed  upon  "in  principle" 
between  the  Venezuelan  and  French  Governments. 

In  the  event  this  draft,  which  is  entirely  in  conformity,  as  I  believe,  with  the  last  statements 
your  excellency  has  made  me  in  the  name  of  your  Government,  should,  as  I  have  reasons  to 
expect,  be  favorably  accepted  and  ihaX  forthwitii  an  agreement  should  be  entered  definitively 
establishing  arbitration  under  the  ferms  which  both  parties  should  deem  proper j  I  have  the 
pleasure  to  inform  your  excellency  that  I  am  authorized  to  withdraw  the  note  M.  St.  ChafTray 
addressed  to  the  Caracas  cabinet  as  a  consequence  of  the  instructions  sent  him  under  date 
of  December  24, 1888. 

The  draft  mentioned  in  the  foregoing  note  is  couched  in  the  same 
language  as  paragraph  1  and  articles  1  and  2  of  the  convention  signed 
by  France  and  Venezuela  on  February  24,  1891.  See  the  draft  of 
statement  at  the  foot  of  the  note  of  M.  de  Farges. 

The  minister  of  foreign  relations  of  Venezuela  to  M.  de  Farges, 
note  of  August  14,  1890: 

I  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  excellency's  communication,  dated  day  before  yester- 
day, wherein,  in  reference  to  the  claim  ofM.  Fabiani^  a  draft  of  a  statement  which  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  French  Republic  has  transmitted  to  you  is  submitted  to  the  Government 
ot  Venezuela. 

it  is  veiy  satisfactory  to  the  President  of  the  Republic  to  learn  that  the  Government  of 
France,  as  was  to  be  expected  from  its  enlightened  views  and  good  will,  accepts  the  employ- 
ment of  arbitration  to  decide  upon  the  foundation  of  such  claim  and  has  authorized  your 
excellency  to  withdraw  the  note  of  M.  St.  ChafTray,  as  Venezuela  has  urged  as  earnestly  as 
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was  consistent  with  its  desire  to  clear  the  relations  of  Ijoth  countries  of  the  embarrassing 
position  created  by  the  purport  of  its  contents. 

The  Government  of  Venezuela,  on  the  other  hand,  has  no  difficulty  in  subscribing  to  the 
statement  transmitted,  with  the  understanding,  however,  that  the  final  agreement  resulting 
therefrom  shall  express,  according  to  the  proposition  of  Venezuela,  (hat  to  fx  the  amount 
of  the  indemnity,  should  there  be  any,  the  umpire  will  rest  his  decision  on  the  legal  proofs 
of  the  damages  M.  Fahiani  claims  to  have  suffered;  that  such  payment  is  to  be  made  in  the 
3  per  cent  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt,  as  promised,  and  that  the  agreement  is  to  be  subject 
to  the  approvalof  the  Congress  of  Venezuela. 

Finally,  your  excellency  can  not  fail  to  admit  the  necessity  to  indemnify  M.  Fabiani, 
not  for  the  damages  he  avers  to  have  sustained  and  which  he  estimates  at  an  extravagant  figure^ 
hut  for  such  damages  as  he  has  artuaJbj  suffered,  the  estimation  of  which  does  not  depend 
upon  his  word  devoid  of  all  proof.     The  burden  of  the  proof  rests  on  him  as  the  claimant. 

As  a  complement  to  such  important  notes  which  give  sufficient 
light  on  the  cjuestion  of  the  agreement  for  arbitration,  showing  besides 
that  such  agreement  embodied  all  the  claims  of  M.  Fabiani  existing 
at  the  time  it  was  concluded,  as  it  did  not  have  any  other  original 
grounds  except  the  so-called  Fabiani  claim,  that  the  owner  thereof 
made  to  the  amount  of  an  extravagant  figure  which  was  reduced  to 
about  one-tenth  by  the  award  of  the  Swiss  umpire,  1  reproduce  herebe- 
low  the  argument  {exposidon  de  moiivos)  made  by  the  French  Gov- 
ernment in  regard  to  the  claim  for  indemnification  entered  in  behalf 
of  Fabiani,  addressed  on  August  3,  1887,  by  the  French  legation  in 
Caracas  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  (Answer  of  A.  Fabiani  before 
the  Swiss  umpire,  page  4): 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  French  Government  that  the  indemnity  must  embrace,  at  least 
in  the  first  place,  the  amount  of  the  sums,  both  principal  and  interest,  the  collection  of 
which  would  have  been  insured  by  the  execution  of  the  sentence  in  due  and  proper  time, 
besides  the  restitutions  ordered  by  the  judges,  amounting  to  about  one  million  and  three 
hundred  thousand  francs,  and,  in  the  second  place,  damages  and  interest,  the  amount  of 
which  }s  to  he  discussed,  for  the  wrongs  made  to  Fahiani  in  his  credit  and  in  his  business. 

As  regards  his  other  preten.sions,  a  searching  investigation  and  discussion  should  deter- 
mine how  far  they  are  well  founded. 

The  foregoing  suffices  to  convince  that  the  only  and  actual  object 
of  the  arbitration  agreement  and  of  the  subsequent  investigation  and 
sentence  was  no  other  than  the  claims  of  M.  A.  Fabiani,  existing  at 
the  time  of  the  agreement,  which  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and 
the  Government  of  France  agreed  to  submit  to  the  Berne  umpire  for 
him  to  fix,  should  he  find  Venezuela's  liability  for  the  whole  of  the 
claims  or  any  portion  thereof  the  amount  of  the  pecuniary  indemnity. 

I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  further  dwell  in  this  additional 
opinion  on  points  so  clearly  and  so  well  supported  by  evidence  on 
the  part  of  both  Governments,  that  it  is  really  inconceivable  that  M. 
Antoine  Fabiani  should  pretend,  after  due  execution  of  the  award 
made  by  the  Berne  tribunal,  by  means  of  the  payment  made  by  Vene- 
zuela of  4,346,650.57  bolivars,  since  1896  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic 
debt,  and  its  interest  at  the  rate  fixed  of  3  per  cent  per  annum,  not  to 
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be  compensated  for  the  damages  which  in  1891  he  claimed  the  Vene- 
zuelan authorities  had  caused  him  to  suffer,  and  which  since  1888  gave 
rise  to  the  active  diplomatic  correspondence  passed  between  the  two 
Governments  and  finally  ending  in  the  convention  of  Febniar>'  24, 
1891. 

I  close  these  statements  reaffirming  in  all  its  particulars  my  opinion 
of  May  30,  1903,  by  which  I  rejected  the  claim  entered  anew  by  M.  A. 
Fabiani,  based  upon  the  same  grounds  originating  the  claim  for 
indemnification  which  produce  1  the  arbitration  agreement  between 
France  and  Venezsuela  in  the  year  1891. 

ADDENDUM. 

I  submit  herewith  the  English  translation  of  the  award  of  the 
President  of  the  Swiss  Confederation  in  the  claims  of  A.  Fabiani,  made 
by  Dr.  Delicio  Abzueta,  sworn  interpreter  in  Venezuela,  whose  com- 
petency is  well  known  to  the  honorable  umpire.  * 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  6,  1906. 

ADDITIONAL  OPINION  OF  THE  FRENCH  COMMISSIONER. 

After  having  read  the  additional  memoir  presented  by  my  honor- 
able colleague,  I  can  only  maintain  the  conclusions  of  the  prior 
memoir,  which  sums  up  the  proper  conclusions  of  the  claimant  in  that 
which  concerns  the  plea  of  the  res  judicata.  They  are  based  upon 
this  precise  declaration  of  the  arbitrator  of  Berne,  of  which  my  col- 
league presents  an  exact  translation : 

In  return  Venezuela  does  not  incur  any  responsibility  according  to  the  compromise 
(agreement)  on  account  of  facts  strange  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  State. 
The  claims  that  the  petition  bases  on  fails  du  pn'nrc,  which  are  either  changes  of  legislation 
or  arbitrary  acts  of  the  executive  power,  are  absolutely  subtracted  from  the  decision  of 
the  arbitrator,  who  eliminates  from  the  procedure  all  the  allegations  and  means  of  proofs 
relating  thereto  as  long  as  he  can  not  reserve  them  to  establish  other  concluding  and  con- 
nected facts  relating  to  the  denials  of  justice. 

I  think  I  ought  to  formulate,  however,  some  observations  which  are 
suggested  to  me  by  the  considerations  set  forth  in  this  additional 
memoir. 

In  the  first  place,  Doctor  Pafll  supports  himself  upon  the  text  of  the 
convention  of  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  which  is  the  agreement  of 
arbitration,  and  upon  the  exchange  of  diplomatic  correspondence 
which  preceded  this,  in  order  to  demonstrate  that  the  intention  of  the 
two  Governments  was  really  to  determine  definitely  all  the  claims  of 
M.  Fabiani  against  Venezuela.  I  do  not  deny  this.  I  even  add  that 
the  French  Government,  faithful  to  the  spirit  which  had  inspired  the 
negotiations,  did  not  cease  to  maintain  this  interpretation  of  the  agree- 


oA  copy  of  the  original  text  of  the  award  appears  on  pp.  147  to  184,  inclusive,  post. 


104  FABIAKI   CASE. 

ment  in  the  course  of  the  discussions  which  were  engaged  in  before  the 
Swiss  arbitrator.  It  was,  to  the  contrary,  the  representative  of  the 
Venezuelan  Government  at  Berne  who,  hopijig  to  find  in  the  terms  of 
the  convention,  unfortunately  ambiguous,  the  possibility  for  Vene- 
zuela eluding  a  part  of  her  responsibilities,  combatted  this  broad  inter- 
pretation in  several  instances,  and  substituted  for  it  a  restrictive  inter- 
pretation. In  fact,  while  the  conclusions  of  M.  Fabiani,  supported  by 
the  representative  of  the  French  Government — conclusions  having  in 
mind  the  denials  of  justice  of  the  Venezuelan  magistrates  and,  above 
all,  the  arbitrary  acts  {fails  du  'prince)  and  the  denials  of  justice 
imputable  to  the  Federal  executive — comprehended  all  the  losses  and 
all  the  injuries  which  had  been  caused  him  by  the  political,  adminis- 
trative, and  judicial  powers  of  Venezuela,  the  cabinet  of  Caracas  in  its 
"defense''  presented  a  plea  tending  to  restrict  the  sense  and  scope  of 
the  agreement,  and  develop  this  plea  in  bar  on  pages  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  17, 
86,  85,  101,  and  102.  Also  to  the  precise  conclusions  of  the  replique 
of  M.  Fabiani  on  the  fails  du  prince  the  cabinet  of  Caracas  opposed 
anew  its  plea  in  its  rejoinder. 

It  is  absurd  and  monstrous,  from  a  judicial  point  of  view,  to  maintain  that  the  party 
signatory  of  an  agreement,  or  one  of  them,  have  had  in  view  to  settle  a  question  outside  of 
the  agreement.  The  arbitrator  can  examine  and  retain  only  that  which  forms  the  object 
of  the  agreement. 

Further: 

As  long  as  the  signers  of  the  agreement  have  not  given  to  this  accord  a  more  extended 
scope,  the  only  denial  of  justice  that  the  arbitrator  ought  to  examine  is  that  which  the 
cabinet  at  Paris  says  was  committed  after  the  6th  of  June,  1882,  mentioned  in  article  I  of 
the  protocol.  Every  other  question  is  foreign  to  the  agreement,  and  it  can  have  no  discus- 
sion upon  the  point  of  the  departure  of  the  litigation  submitted  to  arbitration. 

Can  he  who  interpreted  the  agreement  thus  now  pretend  that  all 
the  claims  of  M.  Fabiani  have  been  definitely  settled,  seeing  that  it  is 
precisely  this  restrictive  interpretation  which  the  arbitrator  of  Berne 
adopted  ?  Consequently  M.  Lachenal  has  declared  briefly  in  the  quo- 
tation cited  above,  that  he  is  incompetent  according  to  the  agreement 
to  judge  all  the  points  which  M.  Fabiani  submits  to-day  to  the  exami- 
nation of  this  commission.  The  French  Government  had  only  to  sub- 
mit, since  the  sentence  of  the  sovereign  arbitrator,  although  one  might 
consider  it  as  not  having  been  inspired  by  the  spirit  which  had  pre- 
sided over  the  diplomatic  negotiations,  could  not,  however,  be  attacked 
as  contrary  to  the  letter  of  the  protocol.  But  in  execution  of  the  arbi- 
tral award  itself,  M.  Fabiani  conserved  the  faculty  of  representing  the 
leading  points  thus  laid  aside  for  want  of  jurisdiction,  and  not  adjudi- 
cated before  every  new  court  of  arbitration  instituted  by  a  protocol 
"more  extended,' '  to  use  the  term  employed  by  the  cabinet  of  Caracas 
itself.  This  protocol  with  a  more  extended  scope  is  exactly  the  pro- 
tocol of  the  19th  of  Febniary,  1902,  of  which  M.  Fabiani  has  been 
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obliged,  in  the  absence  of  diplomatic  relations  between  France  and 
Venezuela,  to  await  the  signing  in  order  to  present  his  new  claim. 

In  the  second  place,  Doctor  Patil  has  thought  he  ought,  in  order  to 
make  plain  the  sense  of  the  protocol  of  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  to 
present  the  diplomatic  correspondence  exchanged  before  the  signing 
by  the  two  Governments.  I  receive  a  double  impression  from  the 
reading  of  these  documents:  First,  I  should  be  much  astonished  to 
judge  them  by  the  interpretation  which  he  has  given  to  the  protocol, 
that  M.  Lachenal  knew  about  this  correspondence  which  did  not  form 
a  part  of  the  dossier,  since  I  had  not  read  it  myself,  then  I  state  that 
the  only  necessity  of  recourse  to  this  correspondence,  to  make  plain  the 
text  of  the  compromise,  determines  clearly  that  this  text  was  not  suffi- 
ciently plain,  and  that  from  its  ambiguous  terms  one  could  reasonably 
draw  two  different  interpretations.  I  note,  besides,  anew  that  it  is 
the  Venezuelan  Government  which  has  not  remained  faithful  to  the 
spirit  which  presided  over  the  negotiation,  and  that  upon  this  point  it 
received  an  advantage  with  the  Swiss  arbitrator.  The  same  Govern- 
ment is  desirous  of  pushing  aside  now  the  natural  consequences  of  this 
restrictive  interpretation  of  the  protocol. 

In  the  third  place,  my  honorable  colleague  concluded  with  a  quota- 
tion from  the  sentence  of  arbitration  that,  concerning  the  "exaggera- 
tion of  the  claims  formulated,"  all  the  claims  of  M.  Fabiani  outside 
the  main  points  recognized  as  admitting  of  indemnities  have  been 
definitely  rejected  by  M.  Lachenal.  It  suffices  to  read  this  phrase  in 
order  to  notice  that  it  concerns  only  the  expenses  of  the  proceeding. 
One  could  not  rest  himself  upon  an  incidental  expression,  the  sole 
end  of  which  is  to  explain  that  useless  expenses  have  been  engaged  in 
by  demands  arising  from  the  framework  of  the  protocol  tp  try  to 
reveal  in  the  mind  of  the  arbitrator  intentions  contrary  to  those  which 
he  has  clearly  expressed  in  the  preamble  of  his  award.  Finally, 
Doctor  Paul  thinks  to  find  a  last  argument  against  the  demand  of  M. 
Fabiani  in  the  text  of  a  letter  written  the  3d  of  August,  1887,  three 
years  and  a  half  before  the  signing  of  the  protocol  by  the  legation  of 
France  at  the  ministry  of  foreign  affairs  of  Venezuela.  M.  Fabiani  has 
addressed  to  me  on  this  subject  a  note,  herewith  attached,  which  I 
received  at  New  York  the  30th  of  last  January,  the  conclusions  of 
which  I  approve,  and  which  I  beg  the  umpire  to  kindly  take  into  con- 
sideration. ^ 

The  affair  Fabiani,  such  as  it  now  exists,  rests  entirely  upon  arbitrary- 
acts,  denials  of  justice,  and  the  fraudulent  resolutions  of  the  executive 
power  of  Venezuela  which  have  caused  injury  to  the  plaintiff  or  created 
by  the  complete  destruction  of  his  only  lien  insurmountable  obstacles 
to  the  collection  of  his  enormous  debts.  The  Swiss  arbitrator,  inter- 
preting the  convention  of  arbitration  of  February  24,  1891 ,  has  limited 

a  Exhibit  to  memoir  of  the  French  commissioner. — Letter  from  M.  Fabiani. 
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his  jurisdiction  to  the  denials  of  justice  imputable  to  the  judicial 
authorities  of  Venezuela  on  account  of  the  nonexecution  by  said  au- 
thorities of  the  award  rendered  at  Marseilles  December  15, 1880.  He 
has  consecjuently  eliminated  from  the  procedure  as  being  outside  the 
protocol  and  he  has  not  admitted  proof  of  the  arbitrary /atte  du 
princfy  as  also  all  the  acts  foreign  to  the  inexecution  and  to  the  effects 
of  the  inexecution  of  the  sentence  before  mentioned,  acts  and  deeds 
which  the  claimant  government  had  considered  as  coming  within 
the  terms  of  the  protocol  above  cited.  This  decision  of  the  arbi- 
trator, rendered  contrary  to  the  conclusions  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment and  conformable  to  the  conclusions  of  the  United  States  of 
Venezuela,  is  of  a  startling  clearness  as  to  everything  leading  to  the 
determination  of  the  object  of  the  litigation  and  consequently  of  the 
object  of  the  judgment.  We  have  besides  been  able  to  observe  the 
precautions  taken  by  the  judge  in  order  to  anticipate  every  equivoca- 
tion and  to  reserve  the  rights  of  the  claimant  party  for  all  the  matters 
and  points  subtracted  from  his  cognizance  by  his  interpretation  of  the 
terms  of  the  protocol.  The  conclusions  of  Fabiani  upon  the  plea  of 
res  judicata  have  superabundantly  demonstrated  that  these  matters 
and  points,  founded  upon  facts  foreign  to  the  judicial  authorities  of 
the  respondent  state  and  to  the  nonexecution  by  the  said  authorities 
of  the  arbitral  award  of  Marseilles,  form  the  only  object  of  the  present 
litigation,  and  that  they  all  refer  to  arbitrary /aitedtt  prince  and  to  the 
losses  and  injuries  which  have  been  the  consequence.  But  in  the  sup- 
port of  his  restrictive  interpretation  of  the  agreement  the  Swiss  arbi- 
trator makes  mention  of  a  note  from  the  French  legation  of  August  3, 
1887,  cited  by  the  respondent  state,  and  that  he  has  considered,  right 
or  WTong,  as  being  able  to  give  the  measure  of  the  points  included  by 
the  protocol  of  1891,  although  this  may  be  anterior  to  this  protocol  by 
three  and  a  half  years.  But  this  note  of  1887,  in  reserving  the  surplus 
of  the  claims  of  Fabiani,  would  suffice  to  have  the  exception  of  the 
plea  res  judicata  rejected  if  the  decisive  conclusions  of  the  plaintiff 
could  allow  the  least  doubt  in  this  regard  to  subsist.  In  fact,  not  only 
has  the  Swiss  arbitrator  abstained  from  passing  upon  the  surphis 
reserved  by  the  note  of  the  3d  of  August,  1887,  and  of  which  Fabiani, 
who  attributed  to  the  agreement  of  1891  a  much  larger  scope,  had 
made  the  principal  object  of  his  memoir,  but  he  has  expressly  elimi- 
nated it  from  the  procedure  and  not  offered  proof,  for  reason  that  the 
said  agreement  had  submitted  to  arbitration  only  the  denials  of  justice 
imputable  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  Venezuela  and  the  nonexecu- 
tion by  these  authorities  of  the  arbitral  sentence  of  Marseilles. 

To  appreciate  all  the  value  of  the  reserves  contained  in  the  note  of 
the  French  legation  of  August  3,  1887,  it  is  sufficient  to  notice  that 
these  reserves  concern  the  fails  du  prince  and  that  at  this  time  the 
President  of  Venezuela  was  still  Gen.  Guzman  Blanco,  the  responsible 
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author  of  the  ruin  of  Fabiani.  If  we  add  that  his  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  was  the  too  celebrated  Diego  Bautista  Urbaneja,  the  advocate 
and  accomplice  of  the  adversaries  of  the  plaintiff,  we  shall  understand 
that,  in  taking  care,  in  view  of  an  amiable  agreement,  to  indicate  the 
ensemble  of  the  credits  of  Fabiani  against  the  Roncayolos,  the  note  of 
the  3d  of  August,  1887,  may  haye  correctly  reserved  in  the  following 
terms  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff: 

As  for  the  surplus  of  his  claims  (which  thedictamen  translated  thus  :  exceso  de  preten- 
siones,  p.  106)  a  serious  and  analytical  examination  will  alone  determine  just  on  what  points 
they  are  founded. 

What  were  the  claims?  Here  is  the  reply  of  Fabiani  in  his replique. 
The  Venezuelan  arbitrator  having  omitted  in  his  mutilated  citation 
the  essential  passages  of  the  said  response,  one  may  judge  it  useful  to 
reproduce  them  as  a  whole,  italidziiig  that  which  has  been  cut  out — 
that  is  to  say,  almost  all: 

What  are  these  claims  of  Fahiani?  The  affair  of  the  towage  and  that  of  the  railroad. 
What  was  the  cause  of  such  a  reserved  formula?  Why  this  reticence?  One  will  find  the 
explanation  of  it  in  the  last  paragraph  of  page  527  of  our  memoir.  The  affairs  of  the  iovxige 
and  that  of  the  railroad  {that  is  to  say,  all  the  arbitrary  acts — the  denials  of  justice  andfaits 
du  prince  which  these  two  affairs  have  created)  could  not  even  be  indicated^  Guzmdn  Blanco 
ruling.  But  our  Oovemmentf  anxious  to  reconcile  the  duty  of  protecting  its  nationals,  with 
its  eager  desire  to  avoid  a  new  rupture  and  grave  complication,  had  forbidden,  with  our  loyal 
assent,  making  allusion  to  denials  of  justice  imputable  to  the  chief  of  the  executive  power, 
resenting  to  us  the  free  exercise  of  our  rights  if  the  propositions  of  an  amiable  settlement  were 
repulsed.     These  reserves  result  from  the  paragraph  quoted  as  to  the  surplus  of  the  claims,  etc. 

All  the  passage  italicized  has  been  omitted  in  the  dictamen  of  the 
Venezuelan  arbitrator.  This  suppression  has  had  for  a  result  to  con- 
ceal that  it  was  a  question  of  arbitrary  acts  or  f aits  du  prince  and  to 
allow  to  be  ignored  the  serious  motive,  which,  for  facilitating  an  amiable 
settlement,  had  caused  in  1887  the  reserving  of  the  surplus,  of  which  the 
Swiss  arbitrator  has  refused  to  take  note,  because  he  was  deeply  pos- 
sessed with  the  idea  that  the  protocol  of  1891  was  affected  by  the  same 
reservation. 

These  elisions  once  indulged  in  the  dictamen  is  restrained  to  repro- 
duce the  phrase  which  begins  thus: 

There  is  for  the  object  of  the  litigation,  etc. 

It  is  without  any  practical  utility  in  the  present  affair,  since,  like  all 
declarations  relative  to  the  losses  and  injuries  of  Fabiani,  it  expressed 
the  opinion  of  the  demandant  Government  on  the  sense  and  extent  of 
the  words  denials  of  justice  inserted  in  the  agreement  of  February  24, 
1891.  But  one  is  not  ignorant  that,  upon  the  formal  reply  of  Vene- 
zuela, these  conclusions  of  the  demand  were  put  aside  by  the  arbitrator 
of  Berne,  who,  after  having  determined  the  object  of  the  litigation  and 
fixed  the  matter  really  submitted  to  his  jurisdiction  by  the  agreement 
cited,  has  eliminated  from  the  procedure  and  has  not  admitted  proof 
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of  as  being  outside  the  terms  of  the  protocol  just  this  surplus  of  claims 
of  FaManiy  which  comprehended  the  arbitrary  acts  and  the  denials  of 
justice  or  ''fails  du  prince^^  upon  which  the  present  examination  is 
foimded ;  that  is  to  say,  all  the  facts  foreign  to  the  judicial  authorities 
of  Venezuela  and  to  the  nonexecution  by  the  said  authorities  of  the 
arbitral  award  of  Marseilles.  The  State  of  Venezuela  had  itself  twice 
proclaimed  in  its  answer  that  these  main  points  of  the  claim  did  not 
constitute  the  matter  of  the  litigation  remitted  to  the  decision  of  the 
Swiss  arbitrator,  and  in  its  rejoinder,  that  these  same  points  foreign  to 
the  protocol,  might  form  the  object  of  a  later  examination,  whenever 
the  two  Governments  would  sign  a  more  extended  protocol,  which  was 
realized  on  February  19,  1902.  It  is  this  reasoning  which  has  con- 
vinced the  arbitrator  of  Berne  and  which  ha^  led  him  to  pronounce 
upon  the  above-mentioned  points  a  declaration  of  want  of  jurisdiction, 
by  which  the  rights  now  under  discussion  were  safeguarded.  It  is  not 
without  interest  to  fill  in  another  gap  in  the  dictamen  and  to  call, 
respectfully,  the  attention  of  the  arbitrators  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
page  527  of  the  memoir,  which  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator  has  not 
deigned  to  reproduce,  although  page  5  of  the  repliqv£  has  signalized  it 
as  being  necessary  to  furnish  explanation  of  the  reserve  made,  as  to  the 
surplus  of  the  claims  of  Fabiani.     Here  is  the  paragraph: 

Our  expos<^  has  made  known  our  complaints;  the  questions  already  so  grave  and  so  clear 
of  denials  of  justice,  of  the  refusal  of  execution  of  award,  of  the  violent  acts  of  agents  of  all 
classes,  turn  pale  beside  the  acts,  perfidious,  malevolent,  interested  and  contrary  to  all  the 
principles  of  international  law,  of  which  we  make  with  good  right  the  whole  responsibility  to 
rest  upon  Gen.  Guzmdn  Blanco,  President  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela.  These  numer- 
ous successive  acts  which  did  not  spring  from  civil  or  penal  justice  and  which  for  this  same 
reason  remain  without  the  provisions  of  article  5  of  the  convention  of  1885 — these  acts  which 
constitute  bold  denials  of  justice  ought  we  to  pass  them  by  in  silence  at  the  risk  of  compro- 
mising the  sacred  interests  which  we  have  the  mission  of  safeguarding?  Who  would  have 
dared  to  counsel  us  thus?  It  was  then  necessary  to  speak,  to  set  forth  the  facts,  to  make 
them  precise,  above  all  to  characterize  them,  to  demonstrate  the  intention  to  injure.  It 
was  necessary  to  put  in  relief  the  interested  passion,  the  blind  hatred,  the  faits  du  prince, 
the  culpable  reticence  which  ought,  following  the  theory  and  practice  of  the  retaliation  of 
faults  caused  us,  to  allow  some  vindictive  interest.  Very  well  I  But  here  one  sees  the 
Venezuelan  delegate  jump;  we  see  him  compelled  to  squander  the  proofs  ol  his  loyalty 
for  the  name  of  the  chief  of  state  is  Guzm&n  Blanco,  and  his  minister  of  foreign  affairs, 
specially  chosen  ad  hoCy  is  no  other  than  his  famous  uncle  Diego  Bautista  Urbaneja! 

This  passage  of  the  expos6  explains  clearly  the  surplus  of  claims  of 
Fabiani.  It  has  been  explained  since  that  the  dictamen  has  passed  it 
over  in  silence,  because  this  surplus  relative  to  the  faits  du  prince  was 
formally  eliminated  from  the  procedure  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator  as 
foreign  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  State,  and  that  the 
ensemble  of  the  sentence  of  Berne,  by  the  precautions  taken  in  order 
to  leave  no  doubt  as  to  what  was  really  judged,  demonstrates  that  the 
said  sentence  has  considered  this  surplus  reserved  as  capable  of  form- 
ing and  bound  to  form  the  object  of  a  new  litigation.     The  surplus  of 
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the  claims  of  Fabiani,  as  page  527  of  the  memoir  demonstrates,  has 
reference  to  thefaits  du  prince^  and,  more  particularly,  to  the  arbitrary- 
acts  which  have  so  sadly  marked  the  two  grave  affairs  of  the  towage 
and  the  railroad.  This  surplus  then  included  all  the  arbitrary  acts,  all 
the  denials  of  justice,  and  the  fraudulent  resolutions  *^du  prince^ ^ — 
that  is  to  say,  all  that  comprises  the  object  of  the  present  examination. 
Pages  49  to  67  of  the  conclusions  of  the  plaintiff  prove  this  beyond 
perad venture.  This  long  series  of  civil  wrongs,  intentionally  injurious, 
has  created  insurmountable  obstacles  and  of  the  nature  of  force 
majeure  to  the  recovery  of  the  credits  of  Fabiani.  Independent  of  the 
arbitral  award  of  Marseilles  this  unhappy  work  has  been  completed  by 
the  fraudulent  annihilation  of  the  strong  and  only  lien  of  the  creditor, 
and  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  service  of  the  towage,  by  this  abuse  of 
right,  veritable  act  of  reprisal  of  a  venal  and  passionate  chief  of  state 
against  a  mandate  of  justice.  These  unheard  of  and  wrongful  deeds 
call  for  a  restitution  proportionate  to  the  gravity  of  all  these  infrac- 
tions. 

In  these  conditions,  in  presence  of  the  demonstration  that  the  main 
point  of  the  demand,  eliminated  from  the  procedure  of  Berne,  as  out- 
side the  terms  of  the  protocol,  concern  the  arbitrary  acts,  the  denials  of 
justice,  laio  sensu,  or  the  faits  du  princey  which  are  the  pecuUar  object 
of  the  present  litigation;  and,  finally,  in  presence  of  the  decision  of  the 
Swiss  arbitrator,  so  clearly  ordered  to  the  manifest  end  of  preventing 
every  equivocation,  as  to  the  object  of  the  litigation  and  as  to  what  was 
really  adjudged,  one  is  led  to  recognize  once  more  that  the  plea  of  Ves 
judicata  is  no  less  inadmissible  than  badly  founded. 

Convinced,  moreover,  that  in  order  to  know  what  was  really  adjudged 
by  the  arbitrator  of  Berne,  it  is  necessary,  first  of  all,  to  possess  one's 
self  of  the  contestation,  such  as  the  plea  of  the  defendant  determined 
it,  confirmed  by  the  judgment,  then  to  consult  the  judgment  which  has 
sustained  the  plea,  and  which,  by  the  interpretation  of  the  proto- 
col, has  limited  the  object  of  the  litigation  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
judge,  following  the  conclusions  of  the  respondent  State  (denial  of 
justice,  coDMnitted  since  the  6th  of  June,  1882,  by  the  judicial  authori- 
ties of  Venezuela)  Fabiani  can  in  all  confidence  rely  upon  his  conclu- 
sions of  the  24th  of  June,  1904,  which  have  demonstrated  indubitably 
that  the  object  of  the  litigation  determined  by  the  arbitrator,  con- 
formably to  the  conclusions  of  the  defendant  and  contrary  to  the 
conclusions  of  the  prosecutor,  and  the  decisions  so  clear  and  so  precise 
of  the  Berne  award,  touching  the  matter  of  litigation  thus  determined, 
have  refuted,  in  advance,  for  all  and  for  each  of  the  leading  points  of  the 
present  contest  the  plea  of  res  judicata  developed  in  the  dictamen  of 
the  Venezuelan  arbitrator. 

The  arbitrator  of  Berne  has  passed  judgment  upon  the  acts  imput- 
able to  the  judicial  authorities  of  Venezuela  in  the  course  of  the  pro- 
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cedure  of  execution  of  the  arbitral  decision  of  Marseilles,  and  upon 
these  acts  only.  It  belongs,  then,  to  the  arbitrators  to  decide  in  their 
turn  upon  the  arbitrary  acts,  the  denials  of  justice,  the  faits  du  prince, 
and  upon  the  losses  and  damages  which  have  resulted  therefrom. 


OPINION  OF  THE  UMPTBE. 

The  case  of  Antoine  Fabiani  came  to  the  umpire  because  of  the 
inability  of  the  honorable  commissioners  for  France  and  Venezuela  to 
agree,  as  hereinafter  stated  more  in  detail. 

His  claim  had  been  presented  by  the  concerted  action  of  these  two 
Governments  to  the  arbitrament  and  award  of  the  honorable  President 
of  the  Swiss  Federation  by  virtue  of  and  according  to  the  terms  of  a 
compromise  had  by  and  between  these  honorable  Governments,  which 
was  concluded  February  24,  1891,  and  is  of  the  language  following: 

Re  Fabiani 's  claims: 

The  Govemm«nt  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  the  Government  of  the  French 
Republic  have  agreed  to  submit  to  an  arbitrator  the  claims  of  M.  Antonio  Fabiani  against 
the  Venezuelan  Government. 

It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  arbitrator: 

First,  to  decide  whether,  according  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  general  principles  of  the 
law  of  nations  and  the  convention  in  force  l>etween  the  two  contract'mg  powers,  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government  is  responsible  for  the  damages  which  M.  Fabiani  says  to  have  sustained 
through  denial  of  justice. 

Second,  to  fix,  in  case  such  responsibility  is  recognized,  as  to  all  or  part  of  the  claims  in 
qu^tion,  the  amount  of  the  pecuniary  reparation  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  must 
deliver  to  M.  Fabiani,  and  which  will  be  paid  in  bonds  of  the  3  per  cent  diplomatic  debt  of 
Venezuela. 

The  two  Governments  have  agreed  to  request  the  President  of  the  Swiss  Confederation  to 
kindly  take  charge  of  this  arbitration. 

The  present  declaration  will  \ye  submitted  to  the  approval  of  the  Congress  of  Venezuela. 

Done  in  duplicate  at  Caracas,  the  24th  of  February,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety-one. 

The  *^ convention  in  force  between  the  two  contracting  powers" 
was  the  treaty  of  November  25,  1885,  by  and  between  these  two  Gov- 
ernments; and,  so  far  as  the  same  has  bearing  or  value  in  aid  of  the 
compromise  above  set  forth,  is  here  set  out  as  follows: 

CONVENTION. 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  and  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic,  being  desirous 
of  reestablishing  between  the  two  countries  the  friendly  relations  interrupted  since  1881, 
have  appointed  to  Ix*  their  respective  plenipotentiaries  the  following?: 

The  President  of  the  United  vStat<»s  of  Venezuela,  Gen.  Guzman  Blanco,  envoy  extraordi- 
nary in  Paris,  etc. 

The  President  of  the  French  Republic,  the  ( 'ount  Tristan  dc  Montholon,  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  second  class  in  chai-ge  ad  int.  of  the  duties  of  the  director  of  political  affairs 
in  the  ministry  of  foreign  affairs,  etc. 

Who,  after  having  exchanged  their  respective  powers,  found  in  good  and  due  form,  have 
agreed  upon  the  following  articles:     *     *     * 
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Artici-e  /tth. 

In  order  to  avoid  in  future  everything  that  might  interfere  with  their  friendly  relations 
the  high  contracting  parties  agree  that  their  diplomatic  representatives  will  not  interfere 
in  the  matter  of  claims  or  complaints  of  private  individuals  or  on  affairs  cognizable  by  the 
civil  or  penal  justice,  according  to  the  local  laws,  unless  the  question  is  a  denial  of  justice  or 
judicial  delays  contrary  i-o  use  or  to  law,  the  noncompliance  with  a  definitive  sentence,  or, 
finaUy,  cases  in  which  in  spite  of  the  exhaustion  of  legal  remedies  there  is  an  evident  infrac- 
tion of  the  treaties  or  of  the  rules  of  the  law  of  nations. 

The  claims  presented  before  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  on 
behalf  of  M.  Fabiani  aggregated  46,994,563.17  francs,  extended  over 
the  years  from  1878  to  1893,  were  assembled  under  the  general  term  of 
denial  of  justice  and  included  such  as  were  imputable  to  the  judicial 
authorities  of  Venezuela,  its  administrative  authorities,  and  to  dam- 
ages suffered  by  him  through  the  fault  of  its  public  powers,  claiming 
for  him  both  the  direct  and  indirect  damages  under  each  head. 

December  30,  1896,  the  award  was  made  for  4,346,656.51  francs 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  per  annum  from  that  date.  The 
honorable  arbitrator  arrives  at  this  sum  in  the  manner  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

The  decision  of  the  honorable  arbitrator,  together  with  his  reasons 
therefor,  was  rendered  in  writing,  which  award  reciting  the  essential 
facts,  as  well  as  the  reasons  of  the  honorable  arbitrator,  appears  on 
pages  4748-4915,  volume  5,  Moore's  History  and  Digest  of  Interna- 
tional Arbitration.  ** 

The  sum  of  42,647,906.66  francs  represents  that  part  of  the  total 
claim  of  M.  Fabiani  which  was  not  allowed  by  the  honorable  arbitrator 
of  Berne,  and  which  was  denied  for  the  reasons  given  in  his  award. 

It  is  claimed  by  M.  Fabiani  before  this  commission  that  of  the  sums 
denied  allowance  by  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  there  are  cer- 
tain portions  so  disposed  of  by  him  as  to  be  still  in  force  against  the 
respondent  Government  under  the  general  terms  of  the  protocol  con- 
stituting this  commission,  aggregating  9,509,728.30  francs. 

The  reasons  given  by  Fabiani  before  this  present  commission  for 
ascribing  present  vitality  to  the  claims  now  before  this  commission 
are,  in  substance,  as  follows: 

The  decision  of  the  arbitral  statement  of  Berne  is,  in  effect,  that  all  the  chief  points  of  the 
actual  demands  and  the  arbitrary  acts  "fails  du  prince"  have  been  expressly  formally 
eliminated  by  the  Swiss  arbitrator  as  subtracted  from  his  decision  by  his  interpretation  of 
the  terms  of  the  protocol  passed  between  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic  and 
the  Government  of  Venezuela; 

That  the  interpretation  of  the  treaty  of  February  24,  1891 ,  given  by  the  said  arbitrator, 
has  placed  the  limit  of  the  questions  which  the  judge  had  the  power  to  resolve,  upon  which 
be  was  authorized  to  decide,  and  which  alone  ought  to  make  and  which  has  made  the  object 
of  his  judgment; 

That  by  the  formal  decision  which  has  eliminated  the  cause  and  the  object  of  the  actual 
demand  as  not  being  included  in  the  matter  submitted  to  his*  jurisdiction  the  arbitrator  [of 
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Berne]  has  recognized  that  he  had  not  the  light  to  pass  judgment  upon  the  '* fails  du  prince** 
and  upon  all  the  points  by  him  eliminated  from  the  procedure  as  not  included  in  the  terms  of 
the  protocol; 

That  in  declaring  them  subtracted  from  his  decision  according  to  the  protocol  the  arbi- 
trator has  passed  judgment  upon  his  own  jurisdiction  and  has  determined  its  limit; 

That  the  doctrine  and  jurisprudence  are  for  a  long  time  imanimous  upon  this  incontestable 
principle  that  a  declaration  of  incompetency  can  never  produce  the  effect  of  res  judicata  upon 
the  foundation  of  the  law; 

That  the  *yaiis  du  prince*'  and  all  the  points  of  the  present  instance  [have]  been  expressly 
eliminated  from  the  procedure  by  the  decision  of  the  arbitrator  of  Berne,  because  they  were 
not  included  by  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  and  consequently  were  subtracted  from  its 
competence;    *    *    * 

That  he  has  eliminated  it  as  not  making  a  part  of  the  matter  remitted  to  his  decision,  and 
that  he  would  not  have  been  able  to  retain  it  without  violating  his  own  interpretation  of  the 
treaty  of  February  24,  1891 ;  *  *  *  The  most  scrupulous  examination  of  the  arbitral 
decision  of  December  31,  1896,  determines  that  the  arbitrator  has  strictly  conformed  to  his 
interpretation  of  the  protocol,  and  that  he  has  not  passed  judgment  byway  of  the  declara- 
tion of  right  and  responsibility  iq>on  any  of  the  matters  eliminated  by  him  as  subtracted 
from  his  right  to  judge  by  the  terms  of  the  protocol; 

That  consequently  these  matters  not  having  been,  and  not  having  been  able  to  be,  the  object 
of  a  decision  upon  the  bases  of  law  one  could  not  pretend  that 

they  are 

res  judicata; 

That  to  be  convinced  of  it  it  is  sufficient  to  refer  to  the  procedure  before  the  President  of 
the  Swiss  Confederation  to  the  plea  proposed  by  the  defendant  party  against  the  actual 
demand  as  arises  from  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  then  to  the  former  and  reiterated  decision 
which  the  arbitrator  [of  Berne]  had  rendered  in  giving  to  the  protocol  of  February  24, 
1891,  the  sense  claimed  by  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  in  eliminating  from  the  pro- 
cedure as  subtracted  from  his  decision — that  is  to  say,  from  his  jurisdiction — the  ** fails  du 
prince"  and  all  the  points  foreign  to  the  inexecution  and  of  the  effects  of  the  inexecution  by 
the  tribunals  of  Venezuela  of  the  arbitral  sentence  of  Marseilles  of  December  15, 1880 — ^that 
is  to  say,  precisely  all  the  points  upon  which  the  arbitrators  authorized  by  the  treaty  of 
February  19, 1902,  are  called  upon  to  decide, 

In  execution  of  the  protocol,  whose  terms  gave,  in  Fabiani's  opinion,  plenitude  of 
jurisdiction  to  the  arbitrator  [of  Berne]  and  conferred  upon  him  the  right  to  decide  upon  all 
the  denials  of  justice,  whether  they  were  imputable  to  the  judicial  authorities  or  to  the 
administrative  authorities  of  Venezuela  (these  latter  naturally  including  the  arbitraiy 
acts  or  *^ fails  du  prince"  attributable  to  the  Federal  executive)  and  upon  all  the  damages 
which  Fabiani  says  to  have  suffered  through  the  fault  of  the  public  powers  of  this  country, 
the  French  Government  chaiges  the  claimant  to  present  the  demand  before  the  President  of 
the  Swiss  Confederation. 

Fabiani  established  the  general  table  of  losses  and  prejudices  of  damages  and  interests,  the 
responsibility  of  which  he  imputed  to  the  public  powers  of  Venezuela;  but  the  defendant 
party,  for  reasons  easy  to  suspect,  preferred  a  solution  which  would  leave  the  parties  always 
divided  by  the  difference  which  the  French  Republic  had  proposed  to  avoid  in  a  complete 
fashion. 

Fabiani,  as  results  from  the  ensemhle  of  his  expos6  before  the  arbitrator  of  Berne,  had  always 
considered  the  arbitrary  acts  and  the  denials  of  justice  "/atte  d\i  prinee "  imputable  to  the 
administrative  authorities  as  the  principal  cause  of  his  misfortunes  in  Venezuela. 

Of  the  505  pages  of  the  said  expos6  of  facts,  more  than  two-thirds 
treated  of  the  direct  interference  of  the  Federal  executive  in  a  conflict 
between  foreigners,  notably  the  following  pages:  41  to  50,  52  to  55, 
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67  to  60,  69,  92  to  98,  100  to  103,  108  to  115,  123  to  124,  129,  131  to 
139,  158  to  165,  174  to  178,  181,  183,  199  to  204,  206,  207,  242,  255, 
259,  261  to  267,  272  to  274,  276,  284  to  290,  294,  297,  298,  300,  304, 
305,  312  to  320. 
It  is  Fabiani's — 

conviction  that  the  term  ''denial  of  justice/'  employed  in  the  protocol  included  all  denials 
of  justice,  those  of  the  judicial  authorities,  and,  above  all,  those  imputable  to  the  admin- 
istntive  and  political  authorities  of  Venezuela. 

The  Swiss  arbitrator — 

has  given  his  interpretation  of  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  determined  exactly  the  object 
of  the  difference  submitted  to  arbitration,  and  has  expressly  eliminated  from  the  procedure, 
as  subtracted  from  his  decision,  aud  consequently  from  his  competency,  all  of  the  allega- 
tions and  means  of  proof  relative  to  claims  founded  upon  the  arbitrary  acts  of  the 
executive  powers  or  upon  the  "/atto  du  prince"  And  upon  all  the  fails  foreign  to  the 
inexecution  of  the  arbitral  sentence  of  Marseilles  of  December  15,  1880. 

In  further  support  of  his  contention  that  the  claims  specified  by  him 
are  still  of  vitality  and  force  and  competent  to  be  passed  upon  by  this 
commission,  he  quotes  several  passages  from  his  expose. 

Page  542: 

If  we  do  not  possess  the  formal  and  written  avowal  of  our  implacable  enemy,  we  have, 
aside  from  his  official  acts,  which  bring  prejudice  to  us,  the  acts,  also  official,  perfidiously 
calculated  to  strangle  us  between  two  doors,  if,  trusting  to  false  appearances  of  justice, 
we  thought  to  make  our  rights  of  value. 

The  executive  power  coming  to  the  aid  of  the  judicial  power  to  condemn  us  to  powerless- 
neas  by  the  aid  of  fraudulent  maneuvers,  which  resulted  in  the  spoliation  of  October  26, 
1885,  is  an  undeniable  fact  which  will  not  escape  the  scrutinizing  eye  of  the  judge. 

Page  545: 

The  ensemble  of  our  grievances  against  Venezuela  engages  the  responsibility  of  the  judges 
and  of  the  public  powers  of  this  country.  The  judges  have  been  guilty ;  they  have  surpassed 
themselves  in  the  art  of  adapting  the  laws  to  the  annulment  of  justice;  the  public  powers 
have  been  unworthy;  in  any  civilized  country  they  would  not  have  been  able  to  escape 
chastisement;  but  in  the  long  run  we  would  have  been  able,  perhaps,  to  triumph  over 
their  venality  and  ill-will  if  we  had  not  been  forced  to  struggle  against  the  personal  and 
interested  hostility  of  the  chief  of  state.  This  personal  hostility,  a  veritable  *'fait  du 
prince,"  has  established  before  us  the  case  of  force  majeure. 

Page  552: 

The  acts  for  which  we  reproach  Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco  are  of  the  resort  neither  of  the  civil 
justice  nor  of  penal  justice  of  his  country.  These  acts,  veritable  denials  of  justice,  have 
been  committed  by  the  President  of  the  Republic  in  this  quality. 

The  laws  of  Venezuela,  conformable,  moreover,  to  the  general  principles  of  public  law, 
authorize  no  action  against  the  chief  of  state  save  in  one  of  the  three  cases  provided  for  by 
the  constitution.  But  if  these  acts  escape  all  civil  or  penal  jurisdiction,  this  does  not  sig- 
nify in  any  way  that  they  engender  no  responsibility  and  that  this  responsibility  can  never 
produce  its  results.  According  to  the  law  of  nations,  there  is  a  responsibility  which  substi- 
tutes itself  for  the  personal  responsibility  of  the  chief  of  state;  it  is  that  of  the  country 
which  he  represents,  when  the  acts  of  the  executive  power  constitute  with  regard  to  a 
foreign  nation  or  its  dependents,  violations  of  the  principles  of  public  international  law. 
S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 8 
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Pages  653  to  554: 

But  in  our  unfortunate  affair,  the  ^'fa^i  du  prince"  which  have  constituted  denials  of 
justice,  are  well  established.  We  have  no  need  to  refer  to  them,  nor  even  to  group  them, 
in  order  to  enlighten  the  conscience  of  the  arbitrator.  Our  general  expos^  relieves  us  from 
insisting.  All  these  facts,  taken  together  or  separately,  establish  the  direct  intervention 
of  the  chief  of  state  in  a  conflict  between  individuals  to  prepare,  to  consummate,  a  great 
injustice.  If  these  considerations,  which  we  believe  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  theory 
and  practice  of  the  law  of  nations  among  civilized  countries,  are  accepted  by  the  arbitrator, 
the  iniquity  of  the  judges,  their  denials  of  justice,  and  the  question  of  retroactivity,  rele- 
gated to  the  second  place,  will  no  longer  offer  anyithing  but  a  secondary  interest. 

We  have  furnished  all  the  proofs  of  the  malevolent  action  of  the  chief  of  state,  now  direct, 
now  indirect,  continued  for  more  than  six  years,  striking  us  in  front  and  behind,  raising 
themselves  before  us  as  an  insurmountable  obstacle  to  paralyze  us,  when,  in  spite  of  his 
venality,  justice  was  impressed  for  continuing  his  guilty  work.  If  the  arbitrator  retains 
the  *' fails  du  prince"  as  these/aito  have  had,  as  a  consequence,  a  series  of  denials  of  justice, 
he  will  find,  in  these  evident  violations  of  the  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  the  direct 
reply  to  the  arguments  of  the  cabinet  of  Caracas  and  the  juridical  elements  of  a  decision 
which  will  retain  the  responsibility  of  Venezuela  without  its  being  even  necessary  to  refer 
to  the  complicity  of  the  judicial  and  administrative  authorities  of  the  country.  And  we 
are  persuaded  that  this  decision,  having  reference  to  all  the  faiis  since  the  origin  of  our 
troubles,  and  retaining  all  the  violences  of  which  we  have  been  the  object,  will  proportion 
the  reparation  of  the  prejudice  caused  to  the  premeditation,  to  the  gravity,  to  the  tenacity, 
and  to  the  extent  of  the  offense.  However,  need  we  insist  upon  the  infractions  and  upon 
the  denials  of  justice  which,  exclusive  of  the  *' fails  du  prince"  might  be  of  the  resort  of  the 
civil  or  penal  justice? 

Fabiani  follows  these  quotations  with  the  statement  that — 

these  extracts  offer  the  advantage  of  determining  the  sense  which  he  attaches  to  the  words 
''denials  of  justice*'  according  to  the  protocol,  which,  in  his  opinion,  included  not  only 
denials  of  justice  imputable  to  the  judicial  authorities,  but  still,  and  above  all,  denials  of  jus- 
tice imputable  to  the  Federal  executive  and  all  the  arbitrary  acts  connected.  That,  in 
effect,  if  the  plaintiff  (Fabiani)  recognized,  as  he  still  recognizes,  the  right  of  the  sovereign 
appreciation  of  the  judge,  he  counted  that  this  right  would  be  exercised  upon  the  ensemble  of 
his  demand,  and  more  especially  upon  the  arbitrary  acts  of  "fails  du  prince"  denials  of 
justice  imputable  to  the  Federal  executive;  that  if  the  arbitrator  (of  Berne)  has  disposed  of 
them  otherwise,  if  he  has  interpreted  the  protocol  in  a  way  to  limit  and  determine  the 
objex;t  of  the  difference  submitted  to  his  decision,  he  has  thereby  still  reserved  the  rights  of 
the  plaintiff  (Fabiani)  for  all  the  matters  which  he  has  declared  stranger  to  the  object  of  the 
litigation  and  which  he  has  eliminated  from  the  procedure  as  subtracted,  etc. 

In  signalizing  the  denials  of  justice  of  the  magistrates  of  Venezuela  in  all  that  which  had  ref- 
erence to  the  inexecution  of  the  sentence  of  Marseilles,  the  demand  for  damage,  and  interest 
was  founded  especially  upon  the  injurious  results  of  the  arbitrary  acts  and  denials  of  jus- 
tice of  the  Federal  executive. 

In  these  conditions  it  is  natural  that  the  plaintiff  (Fabiani)  should  have  anticipated  an 
adjudication  en  bloc. 

Fabiani  urges  that  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne,  in  proceeding 
to  set  forth  his  reasons  and  to  separate  the  claims  allowed  from  those 
disallowed,  has  ''in  effect"  proceeded  '^contrary  to  custom,  not  to  an 
adjudication  en  bloCy  but  to  a  detailed  adjudication  clear  and  precise,'' 
and — 

has  evidently  held  to  anticipate  every  equivocation,  to  cut  short  all  chicanery,  and  to  re- 
serve to  the  demandant  party  the  free  exercise  of  all  his  rights  for  all  the  matters  and  for 
all  sums  which  he  had  just  declared  subtracted  from  his  decision. 
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To  elucidate  the  meaning,  force,  and  effect  of  the  acts  of  the  honor- 
able arbitrator  of  Berne  and  to  bring  out  more  clearly,  as  he  would  con- 
tend, the  elimination  and  subtraction  suggested,  and  to  show  that  the 
reason  therefor  is  as  claimed  by  Fabiani,  he  quotes  from  the  defense 
of  the  respondent  Government  made  before  the  honorable  President 
of  the  Swiss  Federation,  stating  that  such  defense  begins  as  follows: 

The  demaDdaot  party  gives  itself  up  continually  from  the  beginning  of  its  expos^  to  the 
intemainable  digressions  which  have  no  relation  to  the  affair  under  discussion,  in  the  diplo- 
matic discussion  maintained  by  the  cabinets  of  Caracas  and  Paris  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Fabiani  claim.  The  object  of  this  claim  and  its  points  of  departure  have  been  determined. 
The  object  is  the  denial  of  justice  alleged  by  Fabiani  for  the  nonexecution,  according  to  him, 
of  the  arbitral  sentence  rendered  in  his  favor  at  Marseilles  December  15, 1880,  analogous  to 
the  civil  tribunal  of  the  first  instance  and  confirmed  by  the  court  of  appeal  of  Aix,  and  the 
point  of  departure  can  not  be  any  other  than  the  decree  by  which  on  the  date  of  June  6, 1882, 
the  high  Federal  court  of  Venezuela  gave  executory  force  in  the  country  to  the  sentence  of  the 
court  of  appeal  of  Aix. 

Page  4: 

That  which  is  important  to  fix  now  is  that  all  which  is  anterior  to  the  decision  of  the  high 
Federal  court  of  the  date  of  June  6,  1882,  and  the  other  digressions  which  the  plaintiff  has 
added  to  his  expos^,  do  not  constitute  the  matter  of  actuallitigation.    *    *    * 

Moreover,  the  diplomatic  discussion  having  determined  that  the  Fabiani  claim,  which  was 
about  to  be  submitted  to  arbitration,  was  the  claim  presented  and  supported  by  the  French 
Government,  and  not  the  claims  which  Fabiani  should  present  ulteriorly,  the  compromise 
between  the  two  Governments  has  for  an  end  only  the  facts  relating  to  the  pretended  denials 
of  justice  beginning  from  1882. 

In  Fabiani's  replique  to  the  defense  of  Venezuela,  from  which  the 
following  quotations  are  taken,  he  vigorously  opposed  this  claim  of 
Venezuela,  and  again  explained  the  sense  which  he  attached  to  the 
words  '^denials  of  justice." 

Page  62: 

Our  voluminous  memoir  is  occupied  principally  with  Mr.  Guzm&n  Blanco,  whose  name 
finds  itself  repeated  on  each  page  several  times.  The  denials  of  justice,  the  violences, 
excesses,  by  us  denounced  in  the  memoir,  are  attributed  to  this  cause  almost  exclusively 
— the  passionate  and  interested  hostility  of  Mr.  Guzm&n  Blanco. 

The  judges  who  receive  the  price  of  their  venality,  the  officials  who  harass  us  without  ceas- 
ing, are  represented  by  us  as  mere  instruments  of  the  chief  of  executive  power. 

On  almost  every  page  our  accusations  are  very  precise.  We  explain  the  numerous  and 
grievous  facts.  We  make  known  the  prime  mover,  his  financial  dickerings  with  our  adver- 
8aries,his  acts  of  direct  hostility,his  fraudulent  manceu  vers  to  injure  us,his  odious  outrages,  his 
repeated  denials  of  justice  to  conserve  for  his  associates  and  himself  the  profits  of  the  railroad. 
Guzm6n  Blanco  (ex-Ceiba)  and  the  cabinet  of  Caracas  maintains  a  religious  silence.  Save  in 
two  citations,  from  our  memoir  it  does  not  pronounce  even  once  the  name  of  Mr.  Guzm&n 
Blanco. 

Page  63: 

We  understand  the  embarrassment  of  the  cabinet  of  Caracas.  The  subject  was  rugged 
and  the  way  very  slippery.    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

We  retain  in  this  debate  not  certainly  Mr.  Guzmdn  Blanco,  whom  internalionai  law 
defends  against  our  investigations,  but  the  chief  of  the  executive  power  whose  acts  have 
engaged  the  responsibility  of  his  country. 
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Venezuela  ought  to  take  account  of  the  ** fails  du  prince  '*  and  denials  of  justice  imputable 
to  its  former  master,  as  well  as  the  denials  of  justice  anticipated  by  the  convention  of 
November  26;  1885,  in  the  affairs  which  are  the  resorts  of  the  civil  or  penal  justice. 

The  personal  acts  of  the  chief  of  executive  power  are^  moreover,  grave  as  the  denials  of 
justice  imputable  to  a  district  judge,  and  even  to  a  court  of  cassation. 

The  flagrant  violation  of  the  law  of  nations  by  the  chief  executive  power  of  a  country 
offers  another  interest  for  the  peace  of  nations  than  the  injury  brought  to  the  rules  of  inter- 
national law  by  the  brutality  or  the  venality  of  some  graduates  of  the  University  of  Caracas. 

Page-65: 

The  faithful  executor  of  the  constitution  was  held  to  demand  without  delay  the  respect 
of  the  Federal  compact,  and  his  calculated  inaction  constituted  a  denial  of  justice.  In  refus- 
ing to  intervene  and  in  shifting  upon  the  high  Federal  court  the  obligation  which  was  strictly 
incumbent  upon  him  the  executive  power  committed  knowingly  and  with  premeditation  a 
denial  of  justice,  the  consequences  of  which  have  been  decisive,  and  this  denial  of  justice 
has  had  for  an  end  to  safeguard  the  personal  interests  of  the  chief  of  state. 

Page  78: 

If  the  denial  of  justice  which  we  impute  to  the  chief  of  executive  power  of  Venezuela  is 
established,  the  gravity  of  this  infraction  will  occupy  with  good  right  the  attention  of  the 
arbitrator.  In  fact  more  than  half  our  memoir  concerns  the  acts  and  deeds  of  Mr.  Guzmin 
Blanco. 

From  these  copious  excerpts  it  is  easily  seen  that  the  demandant, 
Fabiani,  came  before  the  Mixed  Commission,  sitting  at  Caracas  in 
1903,  under  the  convention  of  February  19,  1902,  with  the  claim  that 
the  act  of  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  in  dismissing  the  greater 
part  of  his  case,  was  solely  a  jurisdictional  decision,  leaving  imaffected, 
as  though  never  presented  to  him,  the  claims  thus  dismissed. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  rejected  the  case  as 
presented  in  all  and  every  part,  for  the  reason  that,  in  effect,  the 
entire  Fabiani  controversy  was  submitted  to  the  final  and  conclusive 
arbitrament  and  award  of  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  by  the 
high  contracting  parties  in  their  protocol  at  Caracas  of  date  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1891,  and  that  when  the  controversy  was  submitted  imder 
said  protocol  and  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  had  assumed 
and  accomplished  his  important  trust  the  entire  Fabiani  contention 
was  at  an  end. 

Since  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  had  not  consented 
to  discuss  the  figures  presented  by  M.  Fabiani,  the  honorable  commis- 
sioner for  France  has  regarded  himself  as  **under  the  obligation  of 
accepting  them  as  a  whole.*'  The  honorable  commissioner  for  France 
also  states : 

As,  moreover,  none  of  his  (Fabiani 's)  demands  have  been  contested  in  the  foundation  and 
in  the  figures  by  the  respondent  Government,  it  has  not  appeared  possible  to  me  to  put 
them  aside  or  to  reduce  the  amount.  1  have  consequently  accorded  to  M.  Fabiani  the  indem- 
nity which  he  claims.^ 

o  Page  95. 
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The  honorable  commissioners,  finding  themselves  hopelessly  in  dis- 
agreement, reserve  this  claim  for  the  consideration  and  determination 
of  the  umpire,  to  whom  it  has  been  submitted  with  the  very  helpful 
opinions  rendered  by  each,  setting  forth  very  clearly  the  points  for  and 
against  the  claims  of  Fabiani  and  his  right  thereon  to  be  heard  again 
before  an  arbitral  tribunal. 

First  to  be  determined  is  the  issue  whether  there  is  or  is  not  aught  to 
be  produced  before  this  tribunal  of  the  matters  once  submitted  to  the 
arbitrament  and  award  of  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  under  the 
protocol  effected  by  the  two  nations  at  Caracas,  February  24,  1S91. 

An  analysis  of  this  treaty  discloses,  in  its  first  paragraph,  that — 

the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  the  Government  of  the  French 
Republic  have  agreed  to  submit  to  an  arbitrator  the  claims  of  M.  Antonio  Fabiani  against 
the  Venezuelan  Government. 

It  will  be  observed,  then,  that  the  matter  to  be  submitted  for  arbitra- 
tion is  the  ^^ claims*^  of  Fabiani — not  certain  claims  of  Fabini,  not  a 
part  of  his  claims,  but  his  claims,  which  clearly  and  definitely  includes 
all  hU  claims  against  the  respondent  Government.  It  would  not  be 
more  sure,  more  precise,  had  it  been  written  '*all  of  the  claims  of  M. 
Antonio  Fabiani,*'  etc.  This  is  the  position  taken  b}'^  M.  Fabiani  him- 
self, who  presented  all  of  his  claims  against  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment to  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne,  and  urged  upon  him  that  it 
was  his  right  and  duty  to  consider,  pass  upon,  and  allow  them  as  all 
coming  within  the  terms  of  the  protocol;  and  who,  consistent  with 
his  former  position,  but  respectful  to  an  adverse  decision,  still  insists 
that  such  was  its  true  scope  and  spirit.  Had  nothing  posterior  to  this 
first  paragraph  been  written,  the  way  of  the  claimant  would  have 
been  easy  and  the  hearing  unrestricted.  Such,  however,  was  not  the 
agreement  of  the  two  honorable  Governments.  Restrictions  are 
imposed  and  must  be  heeded.  When  understood  they  must  be 
respected  and  obeyed,  for  they  are  to  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
and  to  all  who  come  after  him  the  supreme  law  of  his  tribunal. 

Two  principal  duties  were  presented  to  the  arbitrator  by  the  proto- 
col of  February  24,  1891. 

He  was,  first,  to  decide  under  certain  limitations,  hereinafter  to  be 
stated,  whether  the  Venezuelan  Government  was  responsible  for  the 
damages  which  Fabiani  claims  to  have  sustained  at  its  hands. 

This  was  the  logical  course  ol  procedure  had  no  direction  been  given, 
but  it  is  made  obligatory  and  imperative  by  the  terms  oi  the  conven- 
tion. It  is  not  permitted  that  the  honorable  arbitrator  shall  make  his 
decision  without  the  definitive  aid  of  the  high  contracting  powers. 
They  do  not  consent  that  he  pursue  his  own  course  and  use  his  own 
t^sts  in  arriving  at  his  conclusions  upon  the  question  thus  submitted; 
neither  do  they  admit  that  the  honorable  arbitrator  may  classify  and 
designate  the  quality  and  character  of  the  claims  which  are  submitted 
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to  his  decision;  on  the  contrary,  they  assume  positively  and  finally  to 
make  for  themselves  and  for  him  a  definition  which  shall  cover  and 
include  the  claims  of  Fabiani,  iprhich,  by  agreement  of  the  two  parties, 
had  been  and  then  were  before  them,  and  were  by  this  protocol  to  be 
passed  into  the  hands  oi  the  honorable  President  of  the  Swiss  Federa- 
tion as  arbitrator,  and  the  phrase  thus  used  by  them  for  his  guidance 
was  neither  obscure  nor  indefinite,  but  was  one  common  to  the  tongues 
of  nations,  viz.,  "denials  of  justice."  It  did  not  comport  with  the 
wishes  and  puq)oses  of  these  two  Governments  nor  with  the  treaty 
relations  then  existing  between  them  that  this  phrase  should  be  inter- 
preted and  applied  unaided  by  the  terms  of  the  convention  consti- 
tuting the  tribunal.  The  arbitrator  was  directed  to  call  to  his  aid  and 
submit  himseir  to  the  government  and  control  of  and  was  to  render 
his  decisions  thereon  according  to — 

the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  convention  in 
force  between  the  two  contracting  powers. 

Through  these  three  sources  of  information  the  arbitrator  was  to 
determine  the  responsibility  of  the  respondent  Government  in  the 
Fabiani  controversy.  This  compelled  an  interpretation  by  the  arbi- 
trator of  article  5  of  the  convention  of  November  26,  1885,  which  was 
the  treaty  then  in  force  between  the  two  contracting  powers.  When 
thus  interpreted  it  settled  its  meaning  finally  and  conclusively,  as 
applied  to  the  Fabiani  controversy,  and  in  that  respect  and  to  that 
extent,  at  least,  it  has  conclusive  and  final  force  upon  the  question 
pending  before  the  umpire.  This  is  true  because  he  was  expressly 
directed  and  empowered  to  make  this  interpretation  by  the  two 
powers  whose  treaty  it  was.  His  interpretation,  thus  made,  deter- 
mined for  this  case  the  scope  and  depth,  the  spirit  and  purpose,  the 
meaning  and  effect  of  the  limitations  self-imposed  by  these  two  nations 
in  their  high  compact  regulating  and  defining  the  right  of  diplomatic 
intervention.  It  also  effected  a  similar  decision  concerning  the  term 
'^denials  oi  justice,"  which  term  was  employed  in  said  treaty  in  con- 
nection with  the  limitation,  by  their  own  agreement,  placed  upon 
their  future  action  in  reference  to  the  claims  and  claimants  of  each 
nation.  This  limitation  upon  diplomatic  action  was  stated  by  the 
high  contracting  parties  to  be  in  the  interest  of  peace,  harmony,  and 
concord  between  them,  evidently  believing,  on  their  part,  that  such 
injuries  and  damages  as  might  befall  their  respective  nationals  in  the 
land  of  the  other,  which  were  not  included  in  the  terms  of  the  conven- 
tion, were  better  ignored  than  pursued;  that  the  general  and  common 
welfare  of  the  two  nations  was  of  chief  importance,  and  could  not 
wisely  be  jeopardized  through  international  differences  and  diplo- 
matic contentions  not  resting  upon  or  growing  out  of  the  causes  spe- 
cifically assigned.     For   these   laudable   reasons   and   motives   this 
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restriction  was  solemnly  declared  to  be  the  settled  conviction,  pur- 
pose, and  mture  policy  o:  these  two  nations. 

The  protocol  of  February  24,  1891,  was  made  not  only  in  view  of  the 
existing  treaty,  but  that  there  might  be  no  question  in  the  mind  of  the 
honorable  arbitrator  as  to  their  purpose  scrupulously  to  regard  and  be 
governed  by  its  provisions  in  its  application  to  the  case  in  hand,  the 
compromise  incorporated  its  terms  and  made  them  fast  to  his  con- 
science and  judgment.  Examination  of  his  award  and  a  careful 
review  of  his  reasons  therefor  indicate  clearly  his  thorough  apprecia- 
tion of  the  language  and  spirit  of  the  compromise  and  the  scope  and 
purview  of  his  trust. 

Coincident  with  his  interpretation  of  article  6  of  the  convention  of 
November  26,  1885,  correlated  thereto  and  commingled  therewith, 
there  came  the  duty  to  interpret  the  meaning  of  the  protocol  of 
February  24,  1891 ,  when  it  defined  his  limit  of  action  to  be  within  such 
circumscribed  bounds  as  are  contained  in  the  laws  of  Venezuela  and 
the  general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  as  well  as  in  the  terms  of 
article  5,  above  alluded  to.  He  must  determine  whether  the  denials 
of  justice,  to  be  operative  in  the  case  before  him,  must  be  such  as 
respond  to  each  one  of  these  tests;  in  other  words,  such  as  are  not  con- 
trary to  any  one  of  them,  or  if  responsive  to  any  one,  although  opposed 
to  the  others,  it  is  sufficient.  He  must  determine  the  breadth  of  the 
reference  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  and,  giving  the  reference  its  proper 
significance  and  limitations,  must  seek  out  and  apply  to  the  case 
before  him  the  Venezuelan  laws  which  he  has  held  to  be  within  the 
meaning  of  the  reference,  and  he  must  summon  before  him  and  apply 
to  the  elucidation  of  the  question  so  much  of  the  law  of  nations  as  he 
deems  applicable  thereto. 

The  second  line  of  action  assigned  him  necessarily  followed,  depended 
upon,  and  was  limited  by  his  disposition  of  the  first  duty  placed  in  his 
charge.  If  he  found  no  responsibility  in  Venezuela  for  the  damages 
claimed  by  Fabiani  because  of  denials  of  justice,  then  his  duty  was 
done  and  the  arbitration  was  closed  when  he  made  his  declaration  of 
such  finding. 

He  can  arrive  at  this  conclusion  by  one  of  two  ways,  or  by  the  meet- 
ing of  both.  It  is  one  way  if  he  finds  there  have  been  in  fact  no 
denials  of  justice.  It  is  the  other  way  if  he  finds  denials  of  justice, 
but  also  finds  that  they  are  not  such  as  attached  responsibility  to 
Venezuela.  Either  finding  absolves  Venezuela.  If  he  holds  Vene- 
zuela responsible  in  any  part,  it  must  be  upon  the  bases  that  in  his 
sound  judgment  there  are  denials  of  justice  and  that  they  are  of  a 
character  to  fix  responsibility  upon  Venezuela.  A  concurrence  of  these 
two  conditions  must  exist  or  the  award  must  always  be  for  Venezuela, 
and  to  the  extent  that  there  is  nonconcurrence  the  award  must  be  for 
Venezuela. 


120  FABIANI   CASE. 

Examination  of  the  award  of  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne,  and 
a  study  of  the  reasons  he  sets  forth  to  justify  his  findings,  discloses  that 
he  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  high  duty  with  thorough  appre- 
ciation of  the  character  and  the  importance  of  his  trust. 

On  page  22  of  his  award  he  said: 

In  the  very  first  place  it  is  important  exactly  to  determine  the  object  of  the  controversy  sub- 
mitted for  arbitration.  According  to  the  compromise  of  the  24th  of  February,  1891,  the 
question  at  issue  is  that  of  knowing  whether,  according  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  law  of  nations  and  the  convention  of  the  26th  of  November,  1885,  in  force 
between  the  two  contracting  powers,  the  Venezuelan  Government  is  responsible  for  the 
damages  which  Fabiani  says  to  have  sustained  for  denials  of  justice.  Even  independently, 
of  the  intention  of  the  parties  manifested  during  the  negotiations  to  which  the  Franco- 
Venezuelan  Convention  of  1885  gave  rise  it  evidently  appears  from  the  very  text  of  the 
compromise  and  from  the  union  of  the  facts  of  the  case  that  the  r&spondent  Government  is 
proceeded  against  only  on  account  of  the  nonexecution  by  the  Venezuelan  authorities  of  the 
award  rendered  at  Marseilles  on  the  15th  of  December,  1880,  between  Antonio  Fabiani  on 
the  one  hand  and  B.  and  A.  Roncayolo  on  the  other.  The  claimant  Government  even 
appears  to  acknowledge  that  the  initial  denial  of  justice  is  the  decision  of  the  11th  of  Novem- 
ber, 1881  (r^plique,  p.  2);  and,  as  will  hereinafter  be  seen,  it  is  useless  to  investigate  whether 
one  must  consider  the  decision  of  the  1  Ith  of  November,  1881,  rather  than  that  of  the  6th  of 
June,  1882,  as  the  starting  point  of  the  eventual  responsibilities  incurred  in  the  sense  of  the 
compromise. 

He  decides  that  the  act  must  be  considered  a  denial  of  justice  if  it 
be  such  under  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  law  of  nations,  or  the  con- 
vention of  the  26th  of  November,  1885.  He  holds  that  the  ''absolute 
concordance  of  these  juridical  sources"  is  not  necessary.  This  is  a 
liberal  construction  and  is  very  favorable  to  the  claimant  Government. 
After  a  careful  study  and  an  assembling  of  the  laws  of  Venezuela, 
which  he  considers  in  point,  and  as  a  result  of  his  study  of  them  he 
holds  that  there  is  no  essential  or  even  notable  difference  between  any 
of  the  three  juridical  sources  and  the  others  on  this  subject.  He  fur- 
ther holds  that  the  convention  of  1885  settles  the  right  of  diplomatic 
intervention  between  the  two  nations;  that — 

in  fact  an  international  act  substituted  on  this  point  a  purely  national  law  (see  Article  X  of 
the  Venezuelan  Constitution  of  1881) ;  and  although  the  compromise  reserves  the  application 
of  the  Venezuelan  laws  it  onl}'  refers  to  such  of  those  laws  as  are  opposable  to  the  claimant 
Government;  now  that  of  1873  was  modified  for  the  French  citizens  in  its  Article  V,  at  least, 
by  a  posterior  convention,  binding  for  the  two  States  that  sign  a  compromise. 

His  study  of  this  branch  of  the  case  leads  him  to  conclude  and  to 
hold  that — 

the  only  definition  which  it  is  possible  to  take  into  consideration  in  the  Venezuelan  law  is  that 
of  articles  282  and  288  of  the  penal  code  of  1873,  which  assimilate  with  the  denial  of  justice 
any  act  of  a  jwlicial  authority  constitutmg  a  refusal  to  execute  a  sentence  rendered  executory, 
an  illegal  delay  in  the  dispatch  of  business,  a  default  to  render  orders  and  sentences  within 
the  terms  established,  an  undue  extension  or  reduction  of  the  t«rms  established  by  the  law  or 
any  delay  in  the  determination  of  a  process.  The  refusals  of  execution,  the  inobservance  of 
peremptory  terms,  and  the  illegal  delays  with  which  the  judges  may  be  reproached  in  the 
exercise  of  their  duties  are  therefore  the  three  orders  of  facts  characterizing  the  denial  of 
justice  in  the  legislation  of  Venezuela. 
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He  then  proceeds  to  consider  and  define  the  meaning  of  the  phrase 
''denials  of  justice''  and  in  that  connection  employs  the  language  and 
reaches  the  decision  which  appears  in  a  quotation  taken  from  page  24 
of  his  printed  award,  viz: 

A  direct  definition  of  the  denial  of  justice  is  not  given  by  Article  V  of  the  French- Vene- 
zuelan convention.  This  text  point-s  it  out  only  among  the  causes  for  diplomatic  interven- 
tion, and  one  might  even  believe  that  it  distinguishes  it,  in  a  certain  way,  from  the  other 
causes  of  intervention — delays,  nonexecution  of  a  definitive  sentence,  ete..,  or  that  it  dis- 
tinctly separates  it  from  them.  But  without  any  necessity  for  examining  whether  the 
parties  employed  in  the  compromise  the  expression  ''d^n^gation  de  justice"  as  the  exact 
equivalent  of  the  expression  *'d^ni  de  justice, '^  which  is  generally  adopted  by  legislation, 
jurisprudence),  and  doctrine,  it  is  permitted  to  affirm  that  Article  V  above  mentioned  fully 
assimilates  with  the  "d^ni  de  justice"  as  to  their  effects,  the  illegal  delays  of  the  proceed- 
ing, the  nonexecution  of  definitive  sentences,  the  flagrant  violations  of  the  law  committed 
under  the  appearance  of  legality.  In  all  these  cases  the  diplomatic  intervention  is  declared 
admissible,  provided  the  question  may  be  any  affair  falling  within  the  '' competence  of  the 
civil  or  penal  justice."  The  condition  established  by  the  decree  of  1873,  of  the  exhaustion 
of  the  legal  resources  before  the  courts,  is  not  recalled  in  the  convention  of  1885,  and  it 
would  be  excessive  to  say  that  Article  V  in  fine  of  this  international  act  ("notwithstanding 
the  compliance  with  all  the  legal  formalities")  refers  to  the  actions  for  responsibility  di- 
rected against  the  guilty  authorities;  these  "legal  formalities"  mean  those  to  the  observa- 
tion of  which  is  subjected  the  performance  of  the  judicial  act  that  may  have  determined 
a  denial  of  justice  or  one  of  the  other  causes  for  the  diplomatic  intervention ;  they  are,  there- 
fore, prior  to  the  denial  of  justice  itself. 

By  reference  to  the  general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations  on  the  denial  of  justice,  i.  e.,  to 
the  rules  common  to  most  legislations  or  taught  by  doctrines,  one  comes  to  decide  the  denial 
of  justice  comprises  not  only  the  refusal  of  a  judicial  authority  to  exercise  its  duties,  and 
especially  to  render  a  decision  on  the  petitions  submitted  to  it,  but  also  the  obstinate  delays 
on  its  part  in  rendering  its  sentences. 

After  citing  numerous  authorities  to  sustain  his  position  the  hon- 
orable arbitrator  proceeds  to  say  further  concerning  this  same  subject- 
matter,  as  found  on  pages  24  and  25;  as  follows: 

In  truth,  the  compromising  powers  appear  to  have  desired  to  give  the  words  "d^n^gations 
de  justice  "  their  widest  extent  {jusiitia  denegata  vel  protracla)  and  include  therein  all  the 
acts  of  judicial  authorities  implying  a  direct  or  disguised  refusal  to  administer  justice. 
Instead  of  textually  reproducing  the  terms  of  the  convention  of  1885,  they  chose  a  general 
formula  comprismg  within  the  limits  of  said  convention  the  complaints  for  judicial  griev- 
ances of  Fabiani  against  Venezuela,  which  complaints,  if  they  are  valid,  have,  partially, 
at  least,  the  extent  of  denials  of  justice,  both  according  to  Article  V  of  this  international 
act  and  IU:cording  to  the  Venezuelan  law  and  the  law  of  nations.  It  was,  in  effect,  the 
claims  of  Fabiani,  communicated  to  his  government,  that  must  have  inspired  the  wording 
of  the  compromise,  and  the  duty  of  the  arbitrator  precisely  consists  in  deciding  whether 
Venezuela  "is  responsible  for  the  damages  which  Fabiani  says  to  have  sustained  for 
denials  of  justice." 

It  IS  not  doubtful  that  at  the  time  the  compromise  was  signed  the  claims  of  Fabiani 
rested,  i.  e.,  both  upon  denials  of  justice  9ensu  stricio  and  upon  other  facts,  such  as  the 
denials  of  justice  sensu  latOf  indicated  in  the  convention  of  1885. 

In  all  of  these  findings  he  accepts  and  adopts  the  broadest  and  most 
liberal  construction  permissible  under  either  of  the  juridical  sources 
given  him  for  guidance.     In  all  this  his  holdings  are  very  favorable  to 
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the  claimant  government  and  give   the  controversy  of  Fabiani  its 
widest  possible  application  within  the  terms  of  the  convention. 

On  page  25  the  honorable  arbitrator  discusses,  determines,  and  set- 
tles once  for  all  the  origin  and  the  object  of  the  Fabiani  controversy, 
and  he  bases  his  decision  upon  the  fact  found  by  him  that  the  object 
and  origin  were  acknowledged  by  the  parties — i.  e.,  by  ^*  France  and 
Venezuela'' — to  be  as  held  by  him.     This  is  the  finding  referred  to: 

Thus,  thfe  object  of  the  controversy  and  its  origin  are  acknowledged  by  the  parties.   It 
was  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880, 
which  Fabiani  possessed  against  the  two  debtors  domiciled  in  Venezuela,  or  on  account  o( 
the  default  of  execution  owing  to  the  admission  of  illegal  means,  that  France  took  the  inter- 
ests of  her  native  into  her  hands.    The  Venezuelan  Government  contests  the  right  of  its 
adversary  to  proceed  against  it  for  responsibility,  not  because  it  did  not  regard  the  judicial 
facts  alleged  by  Fabiani,  if  they  were  true,  as  implying  denials  of  justice,  but  because  it 
sees  the  al)sence  of  denials  of  justice  in  the  inaccuracv  of  these  facts  or  in  the  desertion  of 
the  proceeding  before  the  exhaustion  of  the  legal  resources.    The  parties,  supporting  them- 
selves in  the  treaty  of  arbitration  on  the  convention  of  1885,  have  considered,  although 
they  only  spoke,  in  the  protocol,  of  "denials  of  justice,"  that  the  arbitrator  could  reserve 
as  elements  of  the  suit  the  facts  falling  within  the  scope  of  the  above-mentioned  convention 
and  constituting  denials  of  justice  both  according  to  the  Venezuelan  law  and  to  the  law 
of  nations.     In  the  judgment  of  the  parties  concerned,  therefore,  and  according  to  the 
applicable  texts,  "denials  of  justice,"  in  the  sense  of  the  protocol,  mean  all   the  direct 
or  disguised  refusals  to  judge,  all  illegal  delays  in  the  proceedings  and  nonexecutions  of 
definitive  sentences,  provided  the  facts  concern  affairs  of  the  civil  or  penal  justite,  are  imput- 
able to  judicial  authorities  of  Venezuela,  and  have  taken  place  in  spite  of  the  compliance 
with  all  the  legal  formalities  by  the  prejudiced  party. 

On  page  26  of  his  award,  he  says : 

It  is  certainly  the  denials  of  justice,  committed  in  the  course  of  the  proceeding  for  the 
execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880,  and  the  eventual  appreciation  of 
their  pecuniary  consequences  that  form  the  object  of  the  present  litigation. 

The  claimant  contended  before  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
that  Fabiani  might  go  back  of  the  award  of  December  15,  1880,  to 
marshal  his  demands  for  indemnity,  because,  it  was  urged,  he  signed 
the  compromise  at  Caracas  under  the  dominion  of  force  majeure  and 
that  it  did  not  cover  the  prior  denials  of  justice.  .  But  the  honorable 
arbitrator  considers  this  contention  ill  founded,  holding,  on  page  26  of 
his  award,  that — 

Fabiani,  who  could  have  had  the  compromise  annulled  by  the  French  courts,  preferred 
to  conserve  the  future  of  his  commerce  in  Venezuela  by  exhausting  all  means  of  conciliation. 
Fabiani  contented  himself  with  the  state  of  things  created  by  the  acceptance  of  the  arbitrator's 
jurisdiction,  and,  besides,  from  that  moment,  his  judicial  efforts  in  Venezuela  only  tended 
to  the  execution  of  the  judgment  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880.  The  motives  drawn  from 
the  ins  major,  which  would  have  affected  the  compromise  of  1880,  and  would  remove  further 
back  the  starting  point  of  the  denials  of  justice  compnsed  in  the  present  instance,  can  not 
be  taken,  therefore,  into  consideration.  Denials  of  justice,  in  virtue  of  which  it  would  be 
possible  to  proceed  against  Venezuela  for  responsibility  before  the  arbitrator,  can  not  have 
taken  place  before  the  introduction  of  the  proceeding  for  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the 
15th  of  December,  1880,  or  before  the  7th  of  June,  1881,  the  date  of  the  petition  for  exe- 
quatur,  entered  before  the  high  federal  court. 
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Similarly,  the  honorable  arbitrator  proceeds  to  dispose  of  the  con- 
tention that  there  were  denials  of  justice  in  reference  to  the  award  of 
December  15,  1880,  and  its  execution  from,  substantially,  June  18, 
1881,  and  determines,  after  all,  from  the  proper  union  of  the  facts  and 
law,  that  there  were  no  denials  of  justice  until  after  June  6,  1882,  the 
day  on  which  such  award  was  made  executory  in  Venezuela  by  the 
decision  of  the  high  federal  court  of  that  country. 

In  regard  to  this  he  says : 

The  series  of  denials  of  justice  begins  almost  from  the  very  moment  Fabiani  endeavored 
to  obtain  at  Maracaibo  the  execution  of  the  award  provided  thenceforward  by  an  order  of 
exequatur  in  due  form. 

Notwithstanding  the  terms  of  the  convention  of  February  24, 1891, 
wherein  and  whereby  the  high  contracting  parties  invoked  as  an  aid 
to  the  arbitrator  the  provisions  of  the  convention  then  in  force 
between  them,  the  claimant  Government  raised  before  the  honorable 
arbitrator  of  Berne  the  claim  that  Article  V  of  said  convention  was  not 
applicable  to  the  Fabiani  controversy,  because  all  of  his  claims  for 
indemnity  had  arisen  before  November  26,  1885,  and  that  to  apply  it 
in  such  a  case  would  be  to  give  it  retroactive  effect,  which  is  contrary 
to  fundamental  principles  in  the  administration  of  justice.  This  con> 
tention  the  honorable  arbitrator  held  to  be  ineffective  for  the  reasons 
stated  by  him  on  pages  23  and  24  of  his  award,  viz : 

But  in  the  present  instance  it  is  not  Fabiani  personally  who  is  a  party  in  the  issue.  The 
arbitration  was  concluded  not  between  him,  but  between  the  French  Republic  and  Vene- 
zuela. The  claimant  state  is  bound  by  the  above-mentioned  international  act  for  all  the 
international  interventions  to  come.  For  the  rest,  it  is  expressly  acknowledged  that  the 
convention  is  applicable  to  the  present  contestation  by  the  compromise  of  the  24th  of 
February,  1891;  it  is  a  law  as  between  the  two  C4>untries. 

The  nonresponsibility  of  Venezuela,  as  established  by  the  honorable 
arbitrator  of  Berne,  so  far  as  and  to  the  extent  which  he  found  such 
nonresponsibility,  is  clearly  set  forth  by  him  on  pages  25  and  26  of  his 
award,  viz: 

In  return  Venezuela  does  not  incur  any  responsibility,  according  to  the  compromise, 
on  account  of  facts  strange  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  State.  The  claims 
that  the  p>etition  bases  on  ^'faits  du  prince,''  which  are  either  changes  of  legislation  or 
arbitrary  acts  of  the  executive  power,  are  absolutely  subtracted  from  the  decision  of  the 
arbitrator,  who  eliminates  from  the  procedure  all  the  allegations  and  means  of  proof  relating 
thereto,  as  long  as  he  can  not  reserve  them  to  establish  other  concluding  and  connected 
facts  relating  to  the  denials  of  justice. 

In  another  place,  on  page  26,  after  having  set  the  earliest  limit  when 
denials  of  justice  could  have  place  before  him,  as  against  the  respond- 
ent Government,  he  says: 

The  arbitrator  has  not,  therefore,  admitted,  besides  the  ''fails  du  prince,''  all  of  the  facts 
strange  to  the  nonexecution  and  to  the  effects  of  nonexecution  of  the  sentence  above 
referred  to,  to  be  proved. 
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the  claimant  government  and  give   the  controversy  of  Fabiani  its 
widest  possible  application  within  the  terms  of  the  convention. 

On  page  26  the  honorable  arbitrator  discusses,  determines,  and  set- 
tles once  for  all  the  origin  and  the  object  of  the  Fabiani  controversy, 
and  he  bases  his  decision  upon  the  fact  found  by  him  that  the  object 
and  origin  were  acknowledged  by  the  parties — i.  e.,  by  '*  France  and 
Venezuela" — to  be  as  held  by  him.     This  is  the  finding  referred  to: 

Thus,  thfe  object  of  the  controversy  and  its  origin  are  acknowledged  by  the  parties.  It 
was  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880, 
which  Fabiani  possessed  against  the  two  debtors  domiciled  in  Venezuela,  or  on  account  of 
the  default  of  execution  owing  to  the  admission  of  illegal  means,  that  France  took  the  inter- 
ests of  her  native  into  her  hands.  The  Venezuelan  Government  contests  the  right  of  its 
adversary  to  proceed  against  it  for  responsibility,  not  because  it  did  not  regard  the  judicial 
facts  alleged  by  Fabiani,  if  they  were  true,  as  implying  denials  of  justice,  but  because  it 
sees  the  absence  of  denials  of  justice  in  the  inaccuracv  of  these  facts  or  in  the  desertion  of 
the  proceeding  before  the  exhaustion  of  the  legal  resources.  The  parties,  supporting  them- 
selves in  the  treaty  of  arbitration  on  the  convention  of  1885,  have  considered,  althoagh 
they  only  spoke,  in  the  protocol,  of  "denials  of  justice,"  that  the  arbitrator  could  reserve 
as  elements  of  the  suit  the  facts  falling  within  the  scope  of  the  above-mentioned  convention 
and  constituting  denials  of  justice  both  according  to  the  Venezuelan  law  and  to  the  law 
of  nations.  In  the  judgment  of  the  parties  concerned,  therefore,  and  according  to  the 
applicable  texts,  "denials  of  justice,"  in  the  sense  of  the  protocol,  mean  all  the  direct 
or  disguised  refusals  to  judge,  all  illegal  delays  in  the  proceedings  and  nonexecutions  of 
definitive  sentences,  provided  the  facts  concern  affairs  of  the  civil  or  penal  justicey  are  imput- 
able to  judicial  authorities  of  Venezuela,  and  have  taken  place  in  spite  of  the  compliance 
with  all  the  legal  formalities  by  the  prejudiced  party. 

On  page  26  of  his  award,  he  says : 

It  is  certainly  the  denials  of  justice,  committed  in  the  course  of  the  proceeding  for  the 
execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880,  and  the  eventual  appreciation  of 
their  pecuniary  consequences  that  form  the  object  of  the  present  litigation. 

The  claimant  contended  before  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
that  Fabiani  might  go  back  of  the  award  of  December  15,  1880,  to 
marshal  his  demands  for  indemnity,  because,  it  was  urged,  he  signed 
the  compromise  at  Caracas  under  the  dominion  of  force  majeure  and 
that  it  did  not  cover  the  prior  denials  of  justice.  .  But  the  honorable 
arbitrator  considers  this  contention  ill  founded,  holding,  on  page  26  of 
his  award,  that — 

Fabiani,  who  could  have  had  the  compromise  annulled  by  the  French  courts,  preferred 
to  conserve  the  future  of  his  commerce  in  Venezuela  by  exhausting  all  means  of  conciliation. 
Fabiani  contented  himself  with  the  state  of  things  created  by  the  acceptance  of  the  arbitrator's 
jurisdiction,  and,  besides,  from  that  moment,  his  judicial  efforts  in  Venezuela  only  tended 
to  the  execution  of  the  judgment  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880.  The  motives  drawn  from 
the  ms  major y  which  would  have  affected  the  compromise  of  1880,  and  would  remove  further 
back  the  starting  point  of  the  denials  of  justice  comprised  in  the  present  instance,  can  DOt 
be  taken,  therefore,  into  consideration.  Denials  of  justice,  in  virtue  of  which  it  would  be 
possible  to  proceed  against  Venezuela  for  responsibility  before  the  arbitrator,  can  not  have 
taken  place  before  the  introduction  of  the  proceeding  for  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the 
15th  of  December,  1880,  or  before  the  7th  of  June,  1881,  the  date  of  the  petition  for  ext- 
quatur^  entered  before  the  high  federal  court. 
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Similarly,  the  honorable  arbitrator  proceeds  to  dispose  of  the  con- 
tention that  there  were  denials  of  justice  in  reference  to  the  award  of 
December  15,  1880,  and  its  execution  from,  substantially,  June  18, 
1881,  and  determines,  after  all,  from  the  proper  union  of  the  facts  and 
law,  that  there  were  no  denials  of  justice  until  after  June  6,  1882,  the 
day  on  which  such  award  was  made  executory  in  Venezuela  by  the 
decision  of  the  high  federal  court  of  that  coimtry. 

In  regard  to  this  he  says : 

The  series  of  denials  of  justice  begins  almost  from  the  very  moment  Fabiani  endeavored 
to  obtain  at  Marecaibo  the  execution  of  the  award  provided  thenceforward  by  an  order  of 
exequatur  in  due  form. 

Notwithstanding  the  terms  of  the  convention  of  February  24, 1891, 
wherein  and  whereby  the  high  contracting  parties  invoked  as  an  aid 
to  the  arbitrator  the  provisions  of  the  convention  then  in  force 
between  them,  the  claimant  Government  raised  before  the  honorable 
arbitrator  of  Berne  the  claim  that  Article  V  of  said  convention  was  not 
applicable  to  the  Fabiani  controversy,  because  all  of  his  claims  for 
indemnity  had  arisen  before  November  26,  1885,  and  that  to  apply  it 
in  such  a  case  would  be  to  give  it  retroactive  effect,  which  is  contrary 
to  fundamental  principles  in  the  administration  of  justice.  This  con- 
tention the  honorable  arbitrator  held  to  be  ineffective  for  the  reasons 
stated  by  him  on  pages  23  and  24  of  his  award,  viz : 

But  in  the  present  instance  it  is  not  Fabiani  personally  who  is  a  party  in  the  issue.  The 
arbitration  was  concluded  not  between  him,  but  between  the  French  Republic  and  Vene- 
zuela. The  claimant  state  is  bound  by  the  above-mentioned  international  act  for  all  the 
international  interventions  to  come.  For  the  rest,  it  is  expressly  acknowledged  that  the 
convention  is  applicable  to  the  present  contestation  by  the  compromise  of  the  24th  of 
February,  1891 ;  it  is  a  law  as  between  the  two  countries. 

The  nonresponsibility  of  Venezuela,  as  established  by  the  honorable 
arbitrator  of  Berne,  so  far  as  and  to  the  extent  which  he  found  such 
nonresponsibility,  is  clearly  set  forth  by  him  on  pages  25  and  26  of  his 
award,  viz: 

In  return  Venezuela  does  not  incur  any  responsibility,  according  to  the  compromise, 
on  account  of  facts  strange  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  State.  The  claims 
that  the  petition  bases  on  "/aite  du  prince/'  which  are  either  changes  of  legislation  or 
arbitrary  acts  of  the  executive  power,  are  absolutely  subtracted  from  the  decision  of  the 
arbitrator,  who  eliminates  from  the  procedure  all  the  allegations  and  means  of  proof  relating 
thereto,  as  long  as  he  can  not  reserve  them  to  establish  other  concluding  and  connected 
facts  relating  to  the  denials  of  justice. 

In  another  place,  on  page  26,  after  having  set  the  earliest  limit  when 
denials  of  justice  could  have  place  before  him,  as  against  the  respond- 
ent Government,  he  says: 

The  arbitrator  has  not,  therefore,  admitted,  besides  the  "fails  du  prinrfj''  all  of  the  facts 
strange  to  the  nonexecution  and  to  the  efTeots  of  nonexerution  of  the  sentence  above 
referred  to,  to  be  proved. 


122  FABTANI   CA8^. 

the  claimant  government  and  give   the  controversy  of  Fabiani  its 
widest  possible  application  within  the  terms  of  the  convention. 

On  page  25  the  honorable  arbitrator  discusses,  determines,  and  set- 
tles once  for  all  the  origin  and  the  object  of  the  Fabiani  controversy, 
and  he  bases  his  decision  upon  the  fact  found  by  him  that  the  object 
and  origin  were  acknowledged  by  the  parties — i.  e.,  by  '^  France  and 
Venezuela" — to  be  as  held  by  him.     This  is  the  finding  referred  to: 

Tbus,  tbb  object  of  the  controversy  and  its  origin  are  acknowledged  by  the  parties.  It 
was  on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880, 
which  Fabiani  possessed  against  the  two  debtors  domiciled  in  Venezuela,  or  on  account  of 
the  default  of  execution  owing  to  the  admission  of  illegal  means,  that  France  took  the  inter- 
ests of  her  native  into  her  hands.  The  Venezuelan  Government  contests  the  right  of  its 
adversary  to  proceed  against  it  for  responsibility,  not  because  it  did  not  regard  the  judicial 
facts  alleged  by  Fabiani,  if  they  were  true,  as  implying  denials  of  justice,  but  because  it 
sees  the  absence  of  denials  of  justice  in  the  inaccuracv  of  these  facts  or  in  the  desertion  of 
the  proceeding  before  the  exhaustion  of  the  legal  resources.  The  parties,  supporting  them- 
selves in  the  treaty  of  arbitration  on  the  convention  of  1885,  have  considered,  although 
they  only  spoke,  in  the  protocol,  of  "denials  of  justice,"  that  the  arbitrator  could  reserve 
as  elements  of  the  suit  the  facts  falling  within  the  scope  of  the  above-mentioned  convention 
and  constituting  denials  of  justice  both  according  to  the  Venezuelan  law  and  to  the  law 
of  nations.  In  the  judgment  of  the  parties  concerned,  therefore,  and  according  to  the 
applicable  texts,  "denials  of  justice,"  in  the  sense  of  the  protocol,  mean  all  the  direct 
or  disguised  refusals  to  judge,  all  illegal  delays  in  the  proceedings  and  nonexecutions  of 
definitive  sentences,  provided  the  facts  concern  affairs  of  the  civil  or  penal  justicef  are  imput- 
able to  judicial  authorities  of  Venezuela,  and  have  taken  place  in  spite  of  the  compliance 
with  all  the  legal  formalities  by  the  prejudiced  party. 

On  page  26  of  his  award,  he  says: 

It  is  certainly  the  denials  of  justice,  committed  in  the  course  of  the  proceeding  for  the 
execution  of  the  award  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880,  and  the  eventual  appreciation  of 
their  pecuniary  consequences  that  form  the  object  of  the  present  litigation. 

The  claimant  contended  before  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
that  Fabiani  might  go  back  of  the  award  of  December  15,  1880,  to 
marshal  his  demands  for  indemnity,  because,  it  was  urged,  he  signed 
the  compromise  at  Caracas  under  the  dominion  of  force  majeure  and 
that  it  did  not  cover  the  prior  denials  of  justice.  .  But  the  honorable 
arbitrator  considers  this  contention  ill  founded,  holding,  on  page  26  of 
his  award,  that — 

Fabiani,  who  could  have  had  the  compromise  annuUed  by  the  French  courts,  preferred 
to  conserve  the  future  of  his  commerce  in  Venezuela  by  exhausting  all  means  of  conciliation. 
Fabiani  contented  himself  with  the  state  of  things  created  by  the  acceptance  of  the  arbitrator's 
jurisdiction,  and,  besides,  from  that  moment,  his  judicial  efforts  in  Venezuela  only  tended 
to  the  execution  of  the  judgment  of  the  15th  of  December,  1880.  The  motives  drawn  from 
the  vis  major,  which  would  have  affected  the  compromise  of  1880,  and  would  remove  further 
back  the  starting  point  of  the  denials  of  justice  comprised  in  the  present  instance,  can  not 
be  taken,  therefore,  into  consideration.  Denials  of  justice,  in  virtue  of  which  it  would  be 
possible  to  proceed  against  Venezuela  for  responsibility  before  the  arbitrator,  can  not  have 
taken  place  before  the  introduction  of  the  proceeding  for  the  execution  of  the  award  of  the 
15th  of  December,  1880,  or  before  the  7th  of  June,  1881,  the  date  of  the  petition  for  ere- 
quaiur,  entered  before  the  high  federal  court. 
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Similarly,  the  honorable  arbitrator  proceeds  to  dispose  of  the  con- 
tention that  there  were  denials  of  justice  in  reference  to  the  award  of 
December  15,  1880,  and  its  execution  from,  substantially,  June  18, 
1881,  and  determines,  after  all,  from  the  proper  union  of  the  facts  and 
law,  that  there  were  no  denials  of  justice  Until  after  June  6,  1882,  the 
day  on  which  such  award  was  made  executory  in  Venezuela  by  the 
decision  of  the  high  federal  court  of  that  country. 

In  regard  to  this  he  says : 

The  aeries  of  denials  of  justice  begins  almost  from  the  very  moment  Fabiani  endeavored 
to  obtain  at  Maracaibo  the  execution  of  the  award  provided  thenceforward  by  an  order  of 
exequatur  in  due  form. 

Notwithstanding  the  terms  of  the  convention  of  February  24, 1891, 
wherein  and  whereby  the  high  contracting  parties  invoked  as  an  aid 
to  the  arbitrator  the  provisions  of  the  convention  then  in  force 
between  them,  the  claimant  Government  raised  before  the  honorable 
arbitrator  of  Berne  the  claim  that  Article  V  of  said  convention  was  not 
applicable  to  the  Fabiani  controversy,  because  all  of  his  claims  for 
indemnity  had  arisen  before  November  26,  1885,  and  that  to  apply  it 
in  such  a  case  would  be  to  give  it  retroactive  effect,  which  is  contrary 
to  fundamental  principles  in  the  administration  of  justice.  This  con- 
tention the  honorable  arbitrator  held  to  be  ineffective  for  the  reasons 
stated  by  him  on  pages  23  and  24  of  his  award,  viz: 

But  in  the  present  instance  it  is  not  Fabiani  personally  who  is  a  party  in  the  issue.  The 
arbitration  was  concluded  not  between  him,  but  between  the  French  Republic  and  Vene- 
zuela. The  claimant  state  is  bound  by  the  above-mentioned  international  act  for  all  the 
international  interventions  to  come.  For  the  rest,  it  is  expressly  acknowledged  that  the 
convention  is  applicable  to  the  present  contestation  by  the  compromise  of  the  24th  of 
February,  1891 ;  it  is  a  law  as  between  the  two  countries. 

The  nonresponsibility  of  Venezuela,  as  established  by  the  honorable 
arbitrator  of  Berne,  so  far  as  and  to  the  extent  which  he  found  such 
nonresponsibility,  is  clearly  set  forth  by  him  on  pages  25  and  26  of  his 
award,  viz: 

In  return  Venezuela  does  not  incur  any  responsibility,  according  to  the  compromise, 
on  account  of  facts  strange  to  the  judicial  authorities  of  the  respondent  State.  The  claims 
that  the  petition  bases  on  '*faits  du  prince,''  which  are  either  changes  of  legislation  or 
arbitrary  acts  of  the  executive  power,  are  absolutely  subtracted  from  the  decision  of  the 
arbitrator,  who  eliminates  from  the  procedure  all  the  allegations  and  means  of  proof  relating 
thereto,  as  long  as  he  can  not  reserve  them  t-o  establish  other  concluding  and  connected 
facts  relating  to  the  denials  of  justice. 

In  another  place,  on  page  26,  after  having  set  the  earliest  limit  when 
denials  of  justice  could  have  place  before  him,  as  against  the  respond- 
ent Government,  he  says : 

The  arbitrator  has  not,  therefore,  admitted,  besides  the  ** fails  du  prince,"  all  of  the  facts 
strange  to  the  nonexecution  and  to  the  eflfects  of  nonexe-oution  of  the  sentence  above 
referred  to,  to  be  proved. 
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Having  determined  in  his  award  in  what  particulars  denials  of  jus- 
tice consisted,  and  when  they  began,  and  how  they  arose,  he  proceeds 
to  fix  the  measure  of  responsibility  attaching  to  Venezuela  therefor; 
and  then  to  measure  and  assess  the  damages  which  had  occurred 
because  of  such  denials  of  justice. 

On  the  30th  day  of  December,  1896,  the  honorable  arbitrator  of 
Berne  renders  his  award  and  delivers  the  same  in  writing,  with  his 
reasons  therefor,  to  the  respective  representatives  of  the  claimant  and 
the  respondent  Grovemments. 

Following  the  award  and  its  publication,  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment entered  upon  the  discharge  of  the  requirements  thereof  and  has 
fully  complied  therewith.  The  amounts  so  awarded  and  so  paid  have 
been  accepted  by  M.  Fabiani  under  the  implied  consent  and  approval 
of  his  government.  No  evidence  is  adduced,  no  suggestion  is  made, 
that,  following  the  award,  the  Government  of  France,  on  its  part,  has 
filed  with  the  Government  of  Venezuela  any  dissent  to  or  protest 
against  the  decision  of  the  honorable  arbitrator,  or  has  in  any  manner 
addressed  itself  to  the  respondent  Government  to  ask  a  rehearing,  a 
further  hearing,  or  the  opening  of  said  cause  in  whole  or  in  any  part,  or 
to  manifest  the  unacceptability  of  the  award  as  made  or  to  express  or 
to  intimate  any  dissatisfaction  therewith,  or  any  purpose  or  desire  on 
its  part  to  have  the  Fabiani  controversy  regarded  by  the  two  govern- 
ments as  a  pending  and  open  question  in  any  particular  or  in  any  part. 
In  all  respects,  and  in  every  respect,  so  far  as  appeared  before  the 
umpire,  there  has  been  apparent  assent  to,  acceptance  of,  and  acquies- 
cence in  the  award  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  France,  and,  on 
its  part,  an  apparent  treatment  of  the  Fabiani  incident  and  contro- 
versy as  satisfactorily,  finally,  and  conclusively  closed.  Such,  also, 
has  appeared  to  be  the  position  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela  in 
relation  thereto.  Neither  does  it  appear  before  the  umpire  that 
Fabiani,  prior  to  the  sitting  of  the  honorable  commission  at  Caracas, 
had  evidenced  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela  through  his  own  Gov- 
ernment or  otherwise,  that  he  regarded  the  decision  at  Berne  as  set- 
ting at  rest  a  part  only  of  his  claim  or  that  he  asked  of  his  Government 
or  expected  of  his  Government  further  intervention  on  his  behalf  in 
reference  to  the  same.  Nothing  appears  in  the  case  to  indicate  that 
the  Fabiani  controversy  has  been  treated  or  considered  diplomatically 
between  the  two  governments,  as  to  any  phase  thereof,  since  the  award 
at  Berne,  nor  that  the  same  was  referred  to  as  such  when  the  conven- 
tion of  February  19,  1902,  was  in  progress  or  under  consideration;  and 
the  umpire  understands  the  claim  to  be  that  it  is  within  the  terms  of 
that  convention  solely  because,  and  only  because,  of  the  unrestricted 
character  of  those  terms;  because,  and  only  because,  this  commission  is 
said  to  be  open  to  the  claims  of  Frenchmen,  without  having  any  words 
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of  definition  or  restriction  other  than  the  nationality  of  the  claimant 
and  the  time  of  its  origin. 

The  umpire  is  compelled  respectfully  to  dissent  from  the  proposition 
made  by  Fabiani  that  such  parts  of  his  claims  as  were  not  allowed  by 
the  honorable  arbitrator  were  not  allowed  through  the  lack  of  compe- 
tency to  dispose  of  them  through  lack  of  jurisdiction  over  them.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  umpire  that  the  honorable  arbitrator  had  complete 
and  absolute  dominion  over  the  whole  Fabiani  controversy;  that  it 
was  given  him  by  the  purposed  and  carefully  considered  concordant 
action  of  the  two  Governments  by  their  compromise  of  February  24, 
1891,  in  order  that  a  matter  which  for  some  years  had  vexed  and 
troubled  them  might  thereby  attain  eternal  rest  and  be  no  longer  a 
disturbing  element,  a  serious  cause  of  dissension  between  them. 

Concerning  this  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  in  his  supple- 
mentary opinion  has  said:^ 

In  the  first  place  Doctor  Patil  supports  himself  upon  the  text  of  the  convention  of  the 
24th  of  February,  1891,  which  is  the  agreement  of  arbitration,  and  upon  the  exchange  of 
diplomatic  correspondence  which  has  preceded  this,  in  order  to  demonstrate  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  two  Governments  was  really  to  determine  definitely  all  the  claims  of  M.  Fabiani 
against  Venezuela.  I  do  not  deny  this.  I  even  add  that  the  French  Government,  faithful 
to  the  spirit  which  had  inspired  the  negotiations,  did  not  cease  to  maintain  this  interpreta- 
tion of  the  agreement  in  the  course  of  the  discussions  which  were  engaged  in  before  the  Swiss 
arbitrator.  It  was,  to  the  contrary,  the  representatives  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  at 
Berne  who,  hoping  to  find  in  the  terms  of  the  convention  unfortunately  "ambiguous,"  the 
possibility  for  Venezuela  of  eluding  a  part  of  her  responsibilities,  combated  this  broad  inter- 
pretation in  several  instances  and  substituted  for  it  a  restrictive  interpretation. 

There  is,  then,  no  disagreement  between  the  parties  that  the  purpose 
of  the  compromise  of  February  24,  1891,  was  to  settle  the  whole  mat- 
ter contained  in  the  Fabiani  controversy.  The  contention  before  the 
umpire  rests  upon  a  different  basis.  The  respondent  Government 
claims  that  not  only  was  the  purpose  of  the  compromise  as  stated,  but 
also  that  this  purpose  was  effected  and  the  Fabiani  incident  closed. 

Fabiani  claims  that  becaiise  of  the  holding  of  the  honorable  arbi- 
trator of  Berne  that  denials  of  justice  as  such  applied  to  matters  judi- 
cial; that  in  the  case  before  him  denials  of  justice  were  only  found  in 
the  nonexecution  of  the  sentence  of  Marseilles;  that  they  began  after 
June  6,  1882;  that  there  was  no  recourse  by  Fabiani  to  judicial  tribu- 
nals other  than  those  connected  with  this  sentence,  and  hence  no 
other  opportunity  for  denials  of  justice;  that  such  ^'faits  du  prince^ ^ 
as  bore  so  immediately  or  approximately  upon  the  execution  of  said 
sentence  as  to  have  an  appreciable  effect  thereon,  were  the  only  ^^ fails 
du  prince^'  to  be  considered  under  the  compromise;  that  because  of 
these  decisions  the  purpose  entertained  by  the  two  Governments  at 
the  time  of  their  convention  of  February  24,  1891,  to  thereby  settle 
through  the  arbitration  there  provided  for  all  of  the  Fabiani  contro- 

a  Page  103. 
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versy  was  frustrated,  and  that  the  honorable  arbitrator,  in  effect,  at 
least,  eliminated  and  subtracted  all  else  as  not  being  within  his  com- 
petency under  the  protocol,  and  thereby  especially  reserved  all  these 
for  the  use  of  Fabiani  under  some  later  convention,  the  terms  of  which 
should  be  more  Uberal. 

To  the  contrary,  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  holds 
the  opinion  that  in  making  the  decisions  referred  to  the  honorable 
arbitrator  proceeded  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  pro- 
tocol, which,  while  submitting  all  the  claims  of  Fabiani  to  his  conclu- 
sive and  final  determination,  required  and  permitted  an  award  against 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  such  of  those  claims  only  as  resulted 
from  or  grew  out  of  the  denials  of  justice,  and  for  such  of  these  only  as 
found  responsibility  in  such  Government.  He  alleges  as  truth  that 
the  claimant  Government  before  the  Swiss  arbitrator  pressed  with 
vigor  and  to  the  end  that  every  item  presented  in  Fabiani's  tables  of 
claims  was  properly  classed  as  a  denial  of  justice  and  was  a  just 
demand  against  the  respondent  Government  under  the  terms  of  the 
protocol,  and  in  general  that  the  reparation  to  be  made  by  the 
responding  Government  should  be  foimd  by  the  arbitrator  to  com- 
prise— 

all  the  denials  of  justice,  whether  they  were  imputable  to  the  judicial  authorities  or  to 
the  administrative  authorities  of  Venezuela  (these  latter  naturally  including  the  arbitrary 
acts  of  fails  du  'prince  attributable  to  the  Federal  executive),  and  all  the  damages  which 
Fabiani  says  to  have  suffered  through  the  fault  of  the  public  powers  of  Venezuela, 

and  strenuously  urges  upon  the  arbitrator  that  he  was  given  '*  pleni- 
tude of  jurisdiction ' '  to  determine  all  of  these  questions.  He  also  admits 
as  truth  that  the  responding  Government,  while  insisting  that  the 
whole  controversy  of  Fabiani  was  before  the  arbitrator  for  his  final 
disposition  and  while  denying  emphatically  that  there  had  been  ''any 
denial  of  justice  or  any  cause  of  resort  to  diplomatic  intervention," 
asserts  affirmatively  that  denials  of  justice  are  limited  to  judicial  pro- 
ceedings and  do  not  at  all  include  administrative,  legislative,  or  execu- 
tive acts. 

It  i§  thus  the  two  Governments  clash;  it  is  thus  they  contend  before 
the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne.  But  it  is  not  over  the  question  of 
jurisdiction;  it  is  not  over  the  question  of  his  competency.  Both 
admit  his  jurisdiction;  both  adhere  to  his  competency.  The  contest 
is,  first,  over  the  right  of  the  claimant  Government  to  demand  any  sum 
in  damages  of  the  respondent  Government  on  behalf  of  Fabiani  under 
the  protocol  which  involved  two  inquiries — first,  the  inclusiveness  of 
the  term  ''denial  of  justice"  chosen  concordantly  to  define  the  claims 
which  are  in  dispute;  second,  the  responsibility  of  the  respondent 
Government.  When  this  question  of  right  was  decided  then  the 
measure  of  damages  came  to  be  allowed,  if  any. 
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When  in  the  course  of  his  decision  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
sets  aside  a  claim  of  Fabiani  or  ehminates  it,  it  is  because  in  principle 
and  in  law  the  arbitrator  has  first  disallowed  it  and  adjudged  agaix^t 
it,  through  his  sovereign  power  to  decide  the  basic  question  submitted 
to  him  and  over  which  the  contest  has  been  made.  When  he  decides 
this  basic  question  he  settles  the  fate  of  and  effectually  determines  a 
large  part  of  the  claims  of  Fabiani.  He  did  not  extract  them  from 
the  ease  J  he  did  not  subtract  them;  he  decided  against  them  and  dis- 
posed of  them  adversely,  not  in  detail,  but  as  not  being  claims  for  which, 
in  principle,  Venezuela  was  responsible  under  the  terms  of  the  pro- 
tocol. He  eliminated  them  from  his  consideration  only  when  he 
reached  the  question  of  damages.  Up  to  that  point  they  had  been 
before  him  and  had  been  passed  upon  by  him.  Examination  of  the 
arbitrator's  award  shows  that  nothing  escaped  his  attention,  that 
everything  submitted  was  carefully  considered  and  adjudged.  He 
allowed  some  things  and  disallowed  others,  over  all  of  which  he  had 
rightful  and  exclusive  dominion  and  sovereignty.  He  did  just  what 
Fabiani  assured  him  he  ought  to  do,  and  to  the  doing  of  which  Fabiani, 
in  advance  of  the  arbitrator's  action,  bowed  in  assent. 

That  he  may  do  Fabiani  no  injustice  by  this  statement,  the  umpire 
will  present  a  few  excerpts  from  the  replique  of  Fabiani  before  the 
honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne,  and  later  from  his  expos6  before  the 
same  person,  and  first  from  page  16  of  his  replique: 

Id  our  opiDion  the  question  can  he  considered  under  another  aspect,  that  of  the  terms 
of  the  protocol — general  terms  which  authorize  the  arbitrator  to  retain  all  denials  of 
justice  duly  established,  and  which  permit  Fabiani  to  present  all  pecuniary  claims  relative 
to  damages  sustained  for  denied  of  jtistice. 

If  Fabiani  formulates  claims  which  have  another  cause  than  the  denial  of  justice  or  the 
imputahility  of  which  to  the  denial  of  justice  should  not  appear  certain,  the  arbitrator  will 
reject  them,  purely  and  simply  as  proceeding  from  the  terms  of  the  protocol, the  same  as  if  he 
recognizes  the  responsibility  of  Venezuela  he  will  retain  in  the  proportions  which  his  con- 
science shall  dictate  to  hiiii,  all  the  damages  which  he  shall  judge  to  be  a  direct  and  imme- 
diate result  of  infractions  committed  by  Venezuela. 

It  will  be  permitted  us  to  add  that  even  if  the  protocol,  instead  of  being  conceived  in 
general  terms,  had  given  the  full  detail  of  all  the  litigious  points,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
conclude  from  it  that  the  whole  motive  of  the  claim  not  exprea<ily  enumerated  in  the  com- 
promise ought  to  have  been  brushed  aside  without  discussion  as  being  found  outside  the 
terms  of  the  protocol. 

If  it  is  not  a  question  of  another  difference,  or  of  a  difference  arising  posteriorly  between 
the  parties;  if  the  new  motives  of  claim  although  they  may  not  be  expressly  specified  in  the 
protocol,  find  themselves,  nevertheless,  virtually  included  in  it,  whether  as  an  integral 
part  of  the  litigious  points  designated,  or,  as  a  consequence,  if  some  of  these  motives  of 
demand  are  found  m  the  protocol;  if  the  demand  is  no  other  than  that  which  the  pro- 
tocol has  foreseen  and  has  had  for  a  purpose  to  settle,  and,  finally,  if  the  motives  which 
one  would  wish  to  have  set  aside  should  later  give  place  to  the  same  debates  as  the  motives 
set  forth  in  the  protocol,  the  arbitrator  can  appreciate  the  merit  of  these  new  motives 
and  include  them  in  his  decision. 
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On  page  615  of  Fabiani^s  exposfi  he  says: 

• 

In  this  situation  if  the  arbitrator,  after  having  examined  and  analyzed  our  difTerent  motives 
of  claims,  were  led  to  recognize  that  all  these  motives  are  justified  and  that  we  have  esti- 
mated our  damages  without  any  exaggeration,  Venezuela  would  be  able  to  felicitate  herself 
upon  her  insistency  in  causing  a  mode  of  payment  hardly  equitable  to  be  accepted,  etc. 

And  if  it  should  be  admitted  that  the  judge,  proceeding  either  by  way  of  elimination  or  by 
way  of  reduction,  considers  that  there  is  reason  to  restrain  the  measure  of  our  damages  esti- 
mated by  him  upon  the  usual  but  converted  monetary  basis,  etc. 

On  pages  616  and  617  of  his  expos6  Fabiani  says  in  part: 

And  if  he  considered  it  equitable  to  make  a  reduction  in  any  of  our  claims  or  if  he  coTisiden 
that  certain  of  them  ought  to  belaid  aside,  he  will  find  himself,  in  spite  of  the  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  course  of  the  bonds  in  the  presence  of  a  certain  lesion,  unless  he  is  led  to  dimin- 
ish in  notable  proportions  the  total  amount  of  our  claims. 

On  page  622  of  his  expos6  Fabiani  says  in  part: 

The  compromise  confers  upon  him  purely  and  simply  the  mission  of  fixing  the  amount  of 
the  indemnity  if  he  considers  Venezuela  responsible.  The  arbitrator  acts  in  the  plenitude  of 
his  independence,  having  no  other  guide  than  his  intelligence  and  his  love  for  justice.  He 
asks  himself  if  such  a  prejudice  or  such  a  damage  has  been  the  direct  and  necessary  conse- 
quence of  the  infractions  which  have  engaged  the  responsibility  of  the  defendant  party. 

On  page  624  of  his  expose  Fabiani  says: 

It  may  be,  however,  that  the  study  of  our  affair  and  the  detailed  examination  of  the  nume- 
rous items  of  our  claims  suggest  to  the  arbitrator  either  the  opinion  that  some  of  our  daims 
have  no  direct  and  immediate  connection  with  the  infractions  set  forth  or  the  opinion  that  cer- 
tain prejudices  declared  by  us  ought  to  be  reduced  to  a  lower  figure.  That  is  the  right  of 
the  arbitrator,  a  right  whose  exercise  is  subordinate  only  to  the  inspirations  of  his  con- 
science. We  have  not  to  prejudge  his  decision.  We  know  that  it  will  be  conformable  to 
justice  and  equity,  but  we  are  convinced  that  if  some  of  our  demands  appear  to  him  subject 
io  a  reduction  the  arbitrator,  taking  account  both  of  the  manner  of  payment  and  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  will  accord  to  us  by  title  of  supplement  of  indemnity  exemplary 
damages. 

Fabiani  urges  the  nonretroactivity  of  the  treaty  of  1885  through 
many  pages  of  his  expos6  and  claims  that  this  date  is  thirty  days  after 
the  last  of  the  acts  of  violence  upon  which  his  claims  rest.  On  page 
522  of  his  expos6  he  declares  that  Article  V  of  the  convention  of  1885 
governs  the  future  only;  that  Article  III  of  the  same  convention  is 
the  one  governing  the  past.  In  the  course  of  this  discussion  Fabiani 
is  appreciative  of  the  magnitude  and  persistency  with  which  Vene- 
zuela had  opposed  his  claim,  and  of  the  possibility  that  if  he  had 
pressed  his  claim  through  the  treaty  of  1885  it  might  have  been  an 
insurmountable  obstacle  to  the  reestablishment  of  the  good  relations 
between  the  two  countries  and  that  therefore  no  treaty  could  have 
been  consummated. 

On  page  526  of  his  expos6  he  begins  a  discussion  of  his  claims  in  ref- 
erence to  the  mixed  commission  which  was  provided  for  by  the  con- 
vention of  November  26,  1885,  to  determine  the  liability  of  Venezuela 
for  acts  posterior  to  1867-68  and  anterior  to  the  date  of  the  conven- 
tion, and  in  this  communication  he  uses  the  following  language: 
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Our  claim  having  reference  to  acts  posterior  to  1867-68  and  anterior  to  November  26, 
1885,  we  evidently  had  the  right  to  appear  before  the  mixed  commission.  Why  did  we  not 
do  so)  And,  moreover,  why  did  not  the  Venezuelan  Government  in  the  presence  of  the 
intervention  of  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  the  French  Republic  itself  demand  the  send- 
ing to  this  mixed  commission,  which  did  not  begin  to  do  business  until  two  years  after) 
Let  us  examine  the  first  and  latter  point.  Venezuela,  represented  by  Guzmdn  Blanco 
opposed  an  absolute  non  possumus.  It  denied  formally  the  possibility  of  a  claim  on  our 
part,  and  it  contested  even  the  existence  of  our  right,  pushed  it  aside  without  examination 
and  with  the  most  remarkable  bad  faith.  The  mixed  commission,  then,  would  not  have 
been  able  to  occupy  itself  with  our  affair.  There  is  then  arbitracio,  because  the  discussion 
beare  upon  the  admissibility,  the  extent,  or  the  reality  of  the  damages.  When  the  right  is 
litigable,  and,  above  all,  when  it  is  absolutely  contested,  there  is  arbitrium.  It  is  a  case  of 
arbitrmtion,  properly  called,  or  of  mediation. 

In  the  matter  of  damages  the  mediator  generally  takes  upon  himself  to  give  his  opinion 
upon  the  question  of  right  and  leaves  to  the  mixed  commission  the  care  of  deciding  upon  the 
extent  of  damage.  The  mission  of  the  arbitrator  is  determined  by  the  protocol,  and 
more  often  he  is  charged  with  the  pronouncing  upon  the  right  and  upon  the  act.  We  do 
not  suppose  that  these  rules  can  be  seriously  contested. 

In  discussing  on  page  529  of  his  expos6  the  convention  of  November 
26,  1885,  and  in  insisting  upon  the  nonretroactivity  of  the  terms  of 
Article  V,  he  says: 

If,  finally,  the  words  and  the  intention  did  not  lend  to  each  other  a  mutual  assistance  for 
protesting  against  the  idea  of  retroactivity,  one  would  find  himself  in  a  strange  situation. 
On  the  one  hand  a  Government  which  stipulates  m  good  faith  and  which  for  causes  which  are 
useless  to  refer  to  ignores  that,  during  the  rupture  of  international  relations  one  of  its  nation- 
als has  been  on  a  large  scale  the  unfortunate  victim  of  the  hostility  of  the  public  powers  of 
Venezuela,  the  Turk's  head  of  an  incensed  chief  of  state,  *  *  *  is  it  necessary  to  recall 
that  mental  reservations  ought  to  be  energetically  laid  aside?  In  that  which  concerns  us 
we  have  suffered  too  much  in  Venezuela  not  to  protest  against  this  attempt  to  make  an 
attack  upon  the  principle  of  the  nonretroactivity  of  the  laws.  We  hold  essentially  to  prove 
to  Mr.  Blanco  that  his  last  blow  has  not  succeeded.  He  has  failed  in  discernment  when  he 
has  not  considered  the  convention  of  November  26,  1885,  as  his  supreme  work,  destined  to 
serve  his  anger  and  to  create  for  us  new  difficulties.  The  conscientious  study  of  our  affair 
leaves  no  doubt  upon  the  intention;  *  *  *  personal  interest  made  him  lose  all  interest 
in  truth  and  justice.  His  diplomatic  instrument  came  thirty  days  too  late.  And,  besides, 
even  had  he  signed  it  earlier  our  sad  and  venal  enemy  would  not  have  been  able  to  get  any 
profit  out  of  it  Our  affair  entered  into  all  the  cases  reserved,  and  there  is  not  a  single  one 
of  our  grievances  which  is  outside  the  provision  of  Article  V,  as  one  may  be  convinced  by  the 
study  of  our  expose  of  facts. 

On  page  559  Fabiani  says: 

We  believe  that  we  have  sufficiently  demonstrated  in  our  general  expos^  that  whether  by 
**fait8  du  prifice'^  or  by  insurmountable  obstacles  opposed  by  the  judges  and  the  public 
power  to  the  execution  of  our  sentences  or  by  the  successive  denials  of  justice  or  by  the 
numerous  acts  contrary  to  the  right  of  nations,  the  responsibility  of  Venezuela  finds  itself 
directly  engaged.  There  can  be  no  divergences  upon  the  extent  of  the  power  of  the  arbi- 
trator in  respect  to  all  that  which  has  reference  to  the  appreciation  of  the  circumstances  and 
of  the  facts  which  ought  to  determine  his  conviction  in  favor  of  one  or  the  other  party.  In 
that  which  concerns  us  we  recognize  this  sovereign  faculty,  submitting  ourselves  without 
mental  reservations  to  the  intetligence,  the  prudence,  and  the  conscience  of  our  judge.  We 
have  full  faith  in  the  justice  of  our  cause,  in  the  reality  and  exactness  of  the  facts  which  we 
have  maintained,  but  we  shall  hold  for  true  and  just  that  which  the  judge  shall  recognize  as 
true  and  just. 

S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 9 
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We  leave,  then,  to  the  arbitrator  to  consider  the  facts  which  ^re  submitted  to  him,  accord- 
ing to  the  light  of  reason  and  justice,  aided  by  the  knowledge  of  the  right  and  general 
duties  of  administration  which  his  long  practice  in  public  or  international  affairs  has  given 
him.  He  knows  that  in  virtue  of  principles  admitted  by  doctrine  and  jurisprudence  of  al) 
people  bo  must  in  such  a  matter  move  in  the  plenitude  of  the  independence  of  the  judge  who 
conforms  only  to  his  conscience. 

In  another  part  he  says : 

This  part  of  our  work  being  exclusively  reserved  for  juridical  development  we  are  forbid- 
den from  entering  into  a  discussion  or  even  an  indication  of  figures.     We  place  the  principles; 
if  the  arbitrator  accepts  them  his  experience  and  his  proud  intelligence  in  affairs  will  suggest 
'  to.  him  the  application  which  he  ought  to  make  to  the  different  points  of  our  pecuniary  claim. 

On  page  575  of  his  expos6  Fabiani  says: 

It  will  belong  to  the  arbitrator  to  extend  his  judgment  upon  what  shall  appear  to  him 
legitiiliate  or  illegitimate,  just  or  excessive,  in  the  claims  which  we  produce.  ♦  *  *  ffig. 
intelligence,  his  prudence,  his  conscience  will  be  the  most  sure  guide  for  him,  a  guide  formally 
provided  for  and  authorized  by  the  legislation  of  the  two  countries. 

We  know  well  that  the  party  of  which  we  demand  the  damages  and  interest  will  endeavor 
to  diminish  the  amount  of  them.  We  see  no  inconvenience  in  accepting  the  discussion.  We 
are,  on  the  contrary,  pursuaded  that  in  going  to  the  depths  of  things  we  shall  win  ground 
instead  of  losing  it.  The  essential  thing  was  to  localize  this  discussion,  ^o  avoid  theoretical 
controversies  on  the  kind  of  damage,  to  prescribe  in  this  affair  at  the  beginning  a  distinction 
between  direct  and  indirect  damages,  and  to  constrain  the  adverse  party  to  confine  itself 
exclusively  to  proving  the  exaggeration  of  our  demand.  It  does  not  enter  into  our  intention 
to  examine  here  the  different  points  of  our  claim.  We  have  made  in  this  regard  a  separate 
work,  which  will  come  before  the  eyes  of  the  arbitrator.  No  figures  ought  to  disturb  a  dis- 
cussion of  right  already  too  long  and  which  we  are  in  ha.ste  to  terminate.  It  is  evident  that 
if  the  resjMmsibility  of  Venezuela  be.  retained  no  doubt  could  be  raised  as  to  the  absolute  legiti- 
macy of  our  claims  in  that  which  concerns  the  liquidation  of  our  sentences  in  the  sums  of 
which  the  instance  formed  before  the  French  tribunals  ought  to  assure  the  recover^'.  *  *  * 
The  principle  jof  the  responttibility  once  admitted  it  will  belong  to  the  arbitrator  to  scrutinize, 
to  analyze  our  claims  upon  these  three  points  and  to  retain  only  the  losses  or  the  damages 
which  shall  appear  to  he  justified. 

On  page  794  of  his  expos^  Fabiani  says: 

The  arbitrator  has  the  right  of  sovereign  appreciation.  We  do  not  suppose  that  this  prin- 
ciple can  be  contested.  Without  doubt  an  impartial  and  intelligent  judge  admits  only. that 
which  appears  to  him  legitimate;  he  rejects  the  damages  which  in  his  opinion  have  not  a 
direct  lien  with  the  incriminating  facts. 

The  intervention  of  France  on  behalf  of  Fabiani  began  not  long  after 
the  treaty  of  1885,  and  the  first  reference  which  is  of  importance,  per- 
haps, contains  the  following  statement  by  the  French  Government  in 
regard  to  its  claims  for  indejnnification  on  account  of  Fabiani,  addressed 
by  the  French  legation  in  Caracas  to  the  Venezuelan  Government,  on 
August  3,  1887: 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  French  Government  that  the  indemnity  must  embrace,  at  least 
in  the  first  place,  the  amount  of  the  sum,  Iwih  principal  Jind  mterest,  the  collection  of  which 
would  have  insured  the  execution  of  the  sentence  in  due  form  and  proper  time,  besides  the- 
restitutions ordered  by  the  judges,  amounting  to  alx)ut  \ ,  300.000  francs,  and,  in  the  second 
place,  damages  and  interest,  the  amount  of  which  is  to  be  discussed,  for  th^  wrongs  done 
to  Fabiani  in  his  credit  and  in  hi«t  business. 
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.U  reffcards  his  other  pretensions,  a  searching  investigation  and  discussion  should  determine 
how  far  they  are  well  founded. 

Perhaps  the  first  explicit  reference  thereto  on  the  part  of  Venezuela 
is  found  in  the  letter  of  Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco  to  his  Government,  of 
date  November  14,  1889,  in  which,  after  refecring  to  other  matters 
with  which  he  had  been  employed  in  his  office  as  plenipotentiary, 
he  says: 

In  that  which  has  reference  to  the  Fabiani  claim,  with  which  the  Government  has 
charged  me  recently,  I  have  been  able  to  do  nothing  to  the  day  of  rfiy  resignation,  because 
I  had  not  yet  received  the  information  which  is  necessary  to  the  defense  of  our  right-s.  The 
point  is  so  grave  that  it  implies  almost  the  annulment  of  the  treaty  of  1885.  The  French 
Government  demands  that  Fabiani  be  indemnified  for  something  which  remains  due  to 
him  from  his  father-in-hiw,  Roncayolo,  in  the  liquidation  of  personal  affairs  in  which  they 
were  associated.  Having  opened  thus  the  breach  in  the  treaty,  we  shall  lose  all  the  progress 
which  we  have  made  with  it. 

By  his  statement  that  the  point  is  so  grave  that  it  almost  implies 
the  annulment  of  the  treaty  of  1885,  and  by  the  further  statement 
that— 

a  breach  being  thus  opened  in  the  treaty,  we  .shall  lose  all  the  progress  which  we  have  made 
with  it — 

it  is  quite  evident  that  the  claims  presented  covered  more  than 
denials  of  justice  as  understood  by  him,  because  these  were  recognized 
in  the  treaty  referred  to. 

Reference  to  this  claim  next  appears  in  the  correspondence  between 
the  two  Governments,  beginning  December  31,  1889,  and  continuing 
to  August  14,  1890,  which  is  set  out  in  the  additional  memorandum 
of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  a^ccompanying  his 
opinion  to  the  umpire,  from  which  it  is  learned  that  the  Government 
of  France  had  particular  interest  to  settle  the  claim ;  that — 

my  Government  would  see,  in  the  manifestation  of  more  favorable  dispositions  as  regard 
said  rlmim,  the  clearest  evidence  of  the  desire  of  the  eminent  Pre.sident  of  the  Republic  of 
Venezuela  and  of  yourself   to  establish  between  the  two  countries  a  cordiality  toward  ' 
which  all  my  eflForts  are  bent. . 

This  is  from  a  communication  from  His  Excellency,  Mr.  Blanchard 
de  Farjes,  minister  of  France  in  Caracas,  to  Mr.  P.  Cassanova,  min- 
ister of  foreign  relations  for  Venezuela,  of  date  December  31,  1889. 
It  is  further  learned,  from  a  study  of  the  correspondence  referred  to, 
that  France  proposed  arbitration;  that  Venezuela  declared  to  France 
that  it  rejected  the  Fabiani  claim  jrom  its  origin^  but  that  the  President 
was  desirous  of  exercising  all  efforts  in  behalf  of  the  desired  good  har- 
mony between  both  countries,  and  therefore  accepted  the  proposal  to 
arbitrate,  in  principle,  providing  the  umpire  be  one  of  the  Presidents  of 
the  South  American  Republics  and  that  the  question  to  be  decided 
be— 

if  tbis  is  the  case  provided  for  in  Article  V  of  the  French-Venezuelan  convention  of  Novem- 
ber 26, 1885,  and  that,  in  case  Venezuela  should  be  condemned  to  pay  any  indemnification, 


132  FABIANI    CASE. 

in  view  of  the  legal  proofs  adduced  in  favor  of  the  claimant,  *  *  *  guch  indemnity  to 
be  paid  in  3  per  cent  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt. 

Subsequently  the  President  receded  from  his  requirement  that  the 
arbitrator  be  a  President  of  the  Latin-American  Republics.  France 
asked  that  the  award  of  the  umpire  deal  only  with  the  amount  of 
indemnity  to  be  fixed  for  M.  Fabiani;  in  other  words,  that  Venezuela 
concede  the  right  to  some  indemnity,  and  urged  upon  Venezuela, 
inferentially,  that  by  her  refusing  to  consent  to  this  proposition  Vene- 
zuela was  perpetuating  an  element  of  dissension  between  the  two 
countries.  This  was  the.  status  in  May,  1890.  In  July  of  the  same 
year  the  minister  of  Venezuela  in  France  informed  the  minister  of 
foreign  relations  in  Venezuela  as  follows: 

Consequently,  for  greater  clarity  and  to  prevent  M.  Fabiani  from  misconstruing  the  agree- 
ment, thus  creating  new  difficulties,  I  told  the  minister  (M.  Ribot)  that  I  was  going  to  inform 
the  Venezuelan  Government  of  the  agreement  precisely  in  the  following  language: 

"That  the  French  Government  is  willing  to  accept  that  the  qiLestion  relative  to  M.  Fabiani 
be  submitted  to  the  President  of  the  Federal  Council  of  Switzerland  as  arbitro  jurisy  first, 
to  decide  if  this  be  the  case  provided  for  in  Article  V  of  the  Franco- Venezuelan  conventioo 
of  November  26, 1885,  and,  second,  should  the  umpire  decide  that  such  is  the  case  provided 
for  in  Article  V,  then  the  umpire  is  Xofix  the  sum  that  must  be  paid  to  M.  Fabiani  in  the  3 
per  cent  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt.  1  have  discussed  the  matter  with  the  director  of 
the  cabinet,  who  has  told  me  that,  although  the  French  Government  agrees  to  the  substance 
of  the  two  points  mentioned,  it  is  not  desired  that  they  should  be  stated  in  such  temis, 
because  these  would  to  a  certain  extent  be  little  satisfactory  to  the  French  Goverament, 
which  has  decidedly  supported  M.  FabianVs  claimf  entering  it  energetically  through  diplomatic 
channels." 

It  will  be  especially  noted  that,  according  to  this  communication, 
France  agreed  in  substance  to  the  two  propositions  as  stated,  but 
opposed  their  being  submitted  in  the  language  suggested. 

August  12,  1890,  the  minister  of  France  at  Caracas  forwarded  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  relations  for  Venezuela  a  draft  of  the  protocol — 

to  serve  as  the  basis  of  the  arbitration  already  agreed  upon  **  in  principle  "  between  the  Vene- 
zuelan and  French  Governments — 

which  draft,  in  the  language  chosen  by  France,  the  umpire  is  assured 
by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  is  Articles  I  and  II  of 
the  convention  of  February  24,  1891,  as  finally  accepted  by  the  two 
Governments. 

Having  thus  brought  upon  the  record  the  matters  essential  to  the 
development  of  this  claim,  it  is  now  ready  to  be  considered  in  all  its 
bearings  for  the  final  determination  of  the  umpire  upon  its  merits. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  umpire,  the  case  may  properly  turn  upon  the 
answer  to  be  given  the  inquiry,  Was  it  the  intent  and  purpose  of  the 
liigh  contracting  parties,  in  their  agreement  of  February  24,  1891,  by 
and  through  its  terms  to  submit  to  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
the  entire  Fabiani  controversy? 

When  France  intervened  in  behalf  of  her  national,  t'e  t  laims  cf 
Fabiani  were  no  longer  individual  and  private  Jaims;  they  became 
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national.  The  right  to  intervene  exists  in  the  indignity  to  France 
through  her  national.  Thenceforward  it  is  national  interests,  not 
private  interests,  that  are  to  be  safeguarded.  It  is  the  national  honor 
which  is  to  be  sustained.  It  is  the  national  welfare  also  which  must 
be  considered.  In  protecting  Fabiani  and  his  interests  the  general 
welfare  must  be  kept  in  the  foreground.  To  the  extent  that  his 
interests  and  the  common  welfare  of  France  are  in  accord  his  par- 
ticular claims  can  be  pressed,  but  no  further.  If  at  any  time  the  gen- 
eral good  of  France  requires  a  surrender  of  all  his  claims,  such  sur- 
render it  is  expected  France  will  make,  and  after  that  if  Fabiani  has  a 
claim  it  is  against  his  own  Government,  not  against  Venezuela. .  From 
the  time  her  intervention  began  it  was  undoubtedly  the  constant  pur- 
pose of  France  to  remove  as  quickly  and  as  effectually  as  possible  this 
occasion  of  international  dissension.  It  is  not  to  be  believed  that 
France  would  consent  to  submit  to  arbitration  a  part  only  of  a 
national's  claim,  leaving  large  and  important  portions  of  it  undisposed 
of  and  to  be  still  matters  of  international  intervention.  Nothing, 
nationally,  is  gained  thereby.  The  dignity  of  the  tribunal  t"hus 
invoked,  the  eminent  character  of  the  parties  litigant,  the  importance 
to  these  countries,  greater  than  any  possible  interests  of  the  national, 
that  peace  and  harmony  be  the  assured  result  of  their  action — all  these 
considerations  forbid  the  contemplation  even  of  such  a  thought. 
Such  is  the  approach  to  this  question  through  the  medium  of  general 
considerations.  When  view  is  had  of  this  particular  contention,  the 
parties  and  the  protocol,  there  is  added  light.  Both  of  the  high 
contracting  parties  affirm  it  to  be  their  purpose  to  close  the  contro- 
versy by  the  arbitration.  The  protocol  in  effect  so  states.  As  it 
seems  to  the  umpire,  the  honorable  arbitrator  so  understood  the 
scope,  purpose,  and  intent  of  the  protocol.  The  text  of  his  award 
charged  him  with  the  duty — 

first,  to  decide  whether,  according  to  the  laws  of  Venezuela,  the  general  principles  of  the  law 
of  nations,  and  the  convention  in  force  between  the  two  contracting  powers,  the  Venezuelan 
Government  is  responsible  for  the  damages  which  M.  Fabiani  claims  he  sustained  through 
denial  of  justice. 

This  duty  was  placed  upon  the  honorable  arbitrator  for  one  of  two 
reasons— either  that  his  determination  might  end  the  controversy  or 
simply  as  an  academic  proposition.  The  latter  reason  needs  only  to 
be  stated  to  be  denied. 

It  is  also  impossible  for  the  umpire  to  accredit  the  two  nations  with 
the  purpose  and  intent  to  consider  such  of  the  claims  as  the  honorable 
arbitrator  fails  to  recognize  responsibility  for  in  Venezuela  as  simply 
eliminated,  subtracted,  and  reserved  from  the  effect  of  the  protocol, 
to  remain  as  vital  claims  in  the  hands  of  France  as  a  continuing 
cause  of  discussion  and  dissension  between  the  two  Governments,  or 
to  believe  that  Venezuela  should  have  consented  to  arbitrate  these 
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points  of  difference,  knowing  that  when  the  award  was  made  all  of 
Fabiani's  claims  not  held  to  be  well  founded  were  to  be  pending 
against  her;  knowing  that  for  such  as  were  held  to  be  denials  of  justice 
she  must  make  reparation  then  and  for  all  such  as  were  not  so  held  she 
must  oppose,  or  pay,  or  arbitrate  at  some  later  time. 

It  is  impossible  for  the  umpire  to  appreciate  the  reason  iov  the 
prolonged  diplomatic  controversy  over  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  the 
anxiety  of  France,  on  the  one  hand,  that  Venezuela  should  admit  her 
liability  in  principle  and  arbitrate  only  the  damages  to  be  assessed, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  tenacity  with  which  Venezuela  clung  to 
her  early  offer  to  submit  first  this  question — 

if  this  is  the  case  pravided  for  in  Article  V  of  the  FreDch-VeDessuelan  convention  of  Novem- 
ber 26, 188,5— 

had  either  of  these  Governments  understood  that  the  arbitration  pro- 
posed was  only  a  preliminary  skirmish  to  feel  the  enemy's  lines  in 
order  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  real  battle  which  was  to  come  after, 
or  if  both  these  Governments  had  not  been  controlled  by  a  settled 
conviction  that  the  award  to  be  rendered  was  the  end  of  the  Fabiani 
controversy. 

It  can  not  be  gainsaid  that  if  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  had 
accepted  as  correct  the  full  contention  of  France  before  him  he  would 
have  amerced  the  Government  of  Venezuela  in  the  sum  of  46,994,563.17 
francs.  This  was  her  hazard  when  she  trusted  her  cause  to  the  arbi- 
trator. If  such -had  been  his  award,  there  was  for  Venezuela  no 
redress.  It  can  not  be  claimed  that  if  the  honorable  arbitrator  had 
included  every  item  to  the  extent  demanded  that  Venezuela  had  relief 
before  any  tribunal  or  that  for  her  there  could  have  been  by  any  tri- 
bunal subtracted  from  the  sum  total  a  single  figure  or  a  single  centime. 
If  the  present  contention  of  Fabiani  is  correct,  that  there  is  a  relief  for 
him  before  this  tribunal,  then  the  respondent  Government  in  an  arbi- 
tration takes  a  hazard  peculiar  to  itself  of  paying  the  award  to  the 
extent  of  the  entire  demand  of  the  claimant  Government,  if  such  be 
the  award,  or  a  part  thereof  if  successful  in  preventing  an  award  for 
all,  and  then  resisting  at  some  later  day  or  paying  or  arbitrating  such 
elements  of  the  claims  as  it  had  been  successful  in  opposing  before  the 
first  tribunal;  while  the  claimant  Government  enjoys  the  privilege, 
peculiar  to  itself  of  consenting  to  such  restrictions  in  the  protocol 
as  it  can  not  avoid  if  it  is  to  obtain  arbitration,  and  later  presenting 
to  a  tribunal  not  hampered  by  such  restrictions  the  elements  of  its 
claim  refused,  because  of  the  restrictions  in  the  protocol  at  the  first 
hearing. 

If  the  judgment  of  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne  had  been  that 
under  the  protocol  the  Government  of  Venezuela  had  no  responsi- 
bility, would  it  have  resulted  that  all  the  claims  of  Fabiani  were  left 
unsettled  by  his  decision  and  were  restored  to  their  prmial  state  of 
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existing  claims  for  which  the  Government  of  France  could  intervene  ? 
If  not,  then  what  claims  would  be  held  to  be  settled  and  what  still 
pending?  If  the  position  of  Fabiani  is  correct,  which  is  the  better 
result  for  the  respondent  Government  in  an  arbitration,  to  defend  suc- 
cessfully in  part  or  in  all  or  to  lose  in  all  or  in  part?  Rather,  which 
makes  the  respondent  Government  suffer  most  and  longest,  since  in 
such  a  case  there  is  for  the  defendant  Government  no  surcease  ? 

These  inquiries  have  value  only  in  the  fact  that  by  considering  them 
one  is  irresistibly  impelled  to  the  sane  and  safe  conclusion  that,  in 
every  international  controversy  of  Uke  import  with  this,  the  two  Gov- 
ernments honestly  and  carefully  seek  a  common  meeting  point,  which 
is  to  be  gained  usually,  as  in  this  case,  by  mutual  concession  and 
mutual  remission  of  matters  which  can  yield,  and,  when  that  common 
ground,  of  consent  is  reached,  to  submit  it  as  the  whole  controversy;  or 
as  being  all  that  both  parties  will  admit  is  the  controverted  question^  and 
that  this  mutual  point  of  agreement  is  as  much  a  matter  of  a^eement 
between  the  high  contracting  parties  as  is  the  covenant  to  arbitrate 
itself  is  an  integral  part  of  that  covenant  gives  it  its  final  character  and 
provides  for  it  its  name — which  is  compromise.  The  process  by  which 
this  agreement  is  reached  being  concessions  by  each,  each  concession 
cancels  the  other,  so  that,  outside  the  protocol,  of  the  original  con- 
tention there  is  left  nothing.  All  of  theorigmal  controversy  is  found 
.finally  resting  in  the  protocol  or  in  oblivion.  Thus,  when  Vene- 
zuela and  France  first  compared  their  views  on  the  Fabiani  matter, 
France  claimed  that  there  was  unquestioned  liability  on  the  part  of 
Venezuela,  and  during  the  discussion  named  in  general,  at  least,  the 
grounds  thereof,  and  the  amount,  in  part,  at  least,  that  she  should 
receive.  Venezuela  denied  all  liability  in  every  particular.  As  they 
pursued  their  efforts  to  reach  an  agreement  France  admitted  that 
there  might  be  a  question  as  to  amounts,  but  no  question  as  to  the  fact 
of  responsibility,  and  proffered  to  Venezuela  arbitration  of  the  amount. 
Venezuela  consented  to  arbitrate,  provided  that  the  arbitrator  might 
be  a  President  of  a  South  American  Republic,  and  provided  also  that 
the  question  of  liability  be  the^rs^  question  determined. 

Later  Venezuela  tendered  a  recession  from  her  demand  that  the  arbi- 
trator must  be  the  Preieident  of  a  South  American  Republic  and  con- 
sented that  the  President  of  the  Swiss  Federation  might  take  charge 
of  such  arbitration,  but  insisted  that  the  arbitrator  be  asked  to  decide, 
first,  if  this  is  the  case  provided  for  in  Article  V  of  the  French- Vene- 
zuelan convention  of  November  26,  1885.  Finding  that  arbitration 
could  only  be  had  by  conceding  this  last  point  France  made  the  conces- 
sion in  principle,  but  asked  that  it  be.  not  thus  worded  and  in  the  end 
submitted  for  the  acceptance  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela  the 
compromise  substantially  a^  it  was  when  it  became  the  treaty  between 
them.     Nothing  on  either  side  of  the  claims  thus  conceded  survived. 
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They  were  all  mutually  agreed  to  be  perpetually  abandoned.  It 
matters  not  that  each  of  the  agreeing  parties  believes  that  much,  per- 
haps all,  of  its  early  contention  is  still  left,  and  is  comforted  in  the 
thought  that  nothing  has  been,  in  fact,  conceded,  and  that  all  really 
exists  under  the  terms  agreed  upon.  This,  however,  remains  certain 
that  they  have  agreed  to  submit  the  whole  question  to  the  arbitrator. 
They  may  contend  before  him,  on  the  one  hand,  that  all  is  included, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  nothing  can  be  found  under  its  terms. 
Concerning  the  meaning,  form,  and  effect  of  their  agreement,  they  may 
essentially  and  antipodally  disagree,  but  that  they  have  agreed  that 
their  contention  is  all  included  within  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  is  not, 
and  never  can  he,  a  matter  of  disagreement  That  the  compromise  has 
been  made  in  order  that  the  arbitrator  shall  make  a  final  and  con- 
clusive award  upon  the  whole  of  the  original  controversy  *'not  buried 
in  mutual  concession,''  is  the  most  solemn  covenant  of  all. 

If  France  had  made  the  award  at  Berne  the  subject  of  diplomatic 
protest  before  the  convention  of  February  24,  1902,  or,  in  connection 
with  that  event,  had  submitted  its  grievance,  there  would  have  been 
an  opportunity  for  Venezuela  to  make  answer  through  the  same  chan- 
nels. If,  after  such  diplomatic  inlerchange  of  opinion,  it  had  seemed 
best  to  resubmit  the  question  which  had  once  been  heard,  or  any  part 
thereof,  it  would  come  before  the  tribunal  then  constituted  to  hear  i:^ 
with  the  knowledge  on  its  part  that  the  hearing  had  been  consented  to 
by  both  of  the  Governments  involved  therein.  This  protest  it  did  not 
make.  There  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  it  desired  so  to  do,  or  had 
aught  to  say  why  it  should  not  accept  as  final  and  conclusive  the  award 
of  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne,  unless  it  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
Fabiani  is  permitted  to  present  his  claims,  in  the  manner  he  has  pre- 
sented them,  before  this  Mixed  Commission.  So  far  as  the  umpire  is 
advised  the  Government  of  France  has  not  assumed  responsibility  for, 
or  attempted  to  dictate  as  to,  the  claims  which  might  come  before 
this  tribunal.  So  far  as  he  is  advised,  the  actual  relation  of  France  is 
found  in  the  fact  that  it  has  sought  and  obtained  a  tribunal  where  its 
nationals  may  be  heard,  but  has  not  passed  at  all  upon  the  claims, 
sought  to  refuse,  or  to  limit,  the  presence  of  any  who  considered  that 
they  had  an  international  grievance  for  which  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  had  responsibility.  It  is  believed  by  the  umpire  that  this 
accounts  for  the  presence  of  this  claim  before  this  tribunal.  The  large 
intelligence,  the  high  honor,  the  scrupulous  integrity,  the  sensitive  per- 
ceptions of  the  diplomats  of  France  are  assurances  to  the  umpire  either 
that  they  have  carefully  and  purposely  presented  this  claim,  regarding 
it  as  entirely  outside  of  the  attributes  and  relations  given  it  by  the 
umpire,  or  that  it  is  wholly  the  work  of  an  individual,  who  had  pre- 
sented his  claim  on  his  own  initiative,  because  he  feels  that  in  the  deci- 
sion at  Berne  he  suffered  a  too  serious  diminution  in  his  honest  damages 
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by  the  application  of  the  rule  established  by  the  honorable  arbitrator, 
and  who  hopes  that  there  may  be  a  chance  for  revision  and  reimburse- 
ment before  the  present  tribunal. 

The  umpire  holds  further  that  the  honorable  Governments,  in  estab- 
lishing the  standard  of  measurement  which  was  to  be  used  by  the  hon- 
orable arbitrator  of  Berne  in  fixing  the  responsibility  of  the  respondent 
Government,  established  at  the  same  time  the  measure  which,  when  ap- 
plied by  the  arbitrator,  was  to  determine  alike  the  extent  and  the  limit 
of  Fabiani's  claims.  When,  therefore,  the  honorable  arbitrator  made  use 
of  this  standard,  so  provided  him,  the  claims  of  Fabiani,  by  their  own 
weight,  fell  within  or  without  the  line  of  demarkation  so  drawn.  The 
honorable  arbitrator,  on  his  own  initiative,  eliminated  nothing,  sub- 
tracted nothing,  from  these  claims;  there  was  left  for  him  nothing  but 
first  to  settle  the  meaning  of  the  protocol,  and  then  to  observe  its 
effect,  and  to  point  out  which  of  the  claims  came  within,  and  which 
without,  the  action  of  the  rule  agreed  upon  and  prescribed  to  him  by 
the  two  honorable  Gk)vemments.  In  other  words,  when  he  seems  to 
eliminate  or  to  subtract  from  the  claims  of  Fabiani,  or  mayhap,  so 
states  in  his  arbitral  decision,  he  is  in  fact  simply  pointing  out  and 
designating  the  different  elements  of  the  Fabiani  controversy,  which, 
in  effect,  the  high  contracting  parties  had  agreed  to  eliminate  and 
subtract  in  order  to  reach  an  agreement  that  permitted  the  protocol 
and  the  arbitration.  The  moment  the  honorable  arbitrator  of  Berne 
settles  the  pivotal  question  of  the  protocol,  by  defining  the  term 
"denial  of  justice,"  around  which  the  storm  clouds  of  conflict  quickly 
gathered  and  the  battle  was  fiercely  waged,  these  claims  fell  into  the 
lethe  prepared  for  all  such  by  the  two  Governments  when  they  agreed 
to  and  accepted  the  protocol  of  February  24, 1891. 

It  is  also  true  that  this  was  not  the  beginning  of  such  eliminations 
and  subtractions  by  and  between  these  honorable  Governments. 
They  began  November  26,  1885,  in  the  solemn  compact  then  made 
between  them,  and  thenceforward  these  nations  rested  upon  their 
valued  agreement  to  include  within  their  diplomatic  cognizance  and 
intervention  the  same  matters  only  as  are  accepted  in  the  protocol 
of  1891,  which  substantially,  even  emphatically,  reaffirms  this  pre- 
vious convention  and  appUes  it  to  the  concrete  case  in  hand,  hence 
if  there  were  any  difficulty  in  imderstanding  the  protocol  when 
standing  alone,  by  the  light  of  the  treaty  of  1885,  such  difficulties  are 
all  removed,  and  one  is  permitted  to  pass  within  the  veil  and  catch 
the  genuine  spirit  which  inspired  it,  as  we  hear  the  thoughtful  pleni- 
potentiaries declare  on  the  part  of  their  respective  Governments  that 
it  is  done —  • 

in  order  to  avoid  in  the  future  everytkmg  which  might  interfere  with  their /rieTK^Zy  reloHons. 

What  they  agreed  to  in  order  to  avoid  in  the  future  a  disturbance 
of  friendly  relations  was  done  February  24,  1891,  in  order  to  avoid 


138  FABIANI    CASE. 

and  to  remove  the  very  thing,  which,  until  removed,  did  disturb  the 
friendly  relations  of  the  two  Governments;  and  in  the  agreement 
which  was  merged  in  the  protocol  such  concessions  as  were  made 
on  the  part  of  both  Governments  were  the  price  which  each  paid  for 
the  restoration  and  continuance  of  friendly  relations,  so  essential  to 
the  highest  welfare  of  both  nations.  So  far  as  these  concessions 
affected  the  pecuniary  interests  of  Fabiani  they  were  the  especial 
tribute  required  of  him  by  his  Government  to  conserve  its  general 
good.  How  great  was  this  price  was  not  known  until  the  judgment 
of  the  arbitrator  was  obtained,  defining  the  inclusiveness  of  the  stand- 
ard agreed  upon.  When  that  was  known,  in  so  far,  if  at  all,  as  this 
Umited  his  claims  within  what  he  could  have  obtained  under  an  unre- 
stricted submission,  the  draft  had  been  made  upon  him  in  the  interest 
of  the  common  weal  of  his  nation,  which  draft  it  was  his  patriotic  duty 
to  honor,  and  thereafterwards,  toward  the  respondent  Government, 
to  seek  no  recourse. 

The  umpire  may  be  permitted  at  this  time  to  refer  to  decisions  made 
in  the  courts  and  international  tribunals  and  to  the  opinion  of  Count 
Lewenhaupt  and  to  quote  from  the  reasons  given  for  the  judgments 
rendered  and  the  opinions  held,  the  subject-matter  being  similar  in 
many  aspects  to  the  present  case.  They  illustrate  and  support  the 
positions  taken  by  the  umpire  and  are,  in  his  judgment,  ample  in  prin- 
ciple and  precedent . 

There  is  the  Machado  claim  before  the  mixed  commission  of  the 
United  States  of  America  and  Spain,  of  February  12,  1871,  presented 
by  memorial  in  1871,  being  No.  3  of  the  claims  before  said  commis- 
sion.    It  was  dismissed  for  want  of  prosecution  December  20,  1873 — 

the  coit) mission  reserving  to  itself  the  right  to  reinstate  the  said  case  on  motion  by  the  advo- 
cate for  the  United  States,  sufficient  causes  being  shown  in  support  thereof. 

In  1879  he  filed  another  memorial,  being  No.  129  upon  the  docket. 
March,  1880,  the  advocate  for  Spain  moved  to  strike  it  from  the 
docket  on  the  ground  that  it  was  the  same  case  as  No.  3.  The  advocate 
for  the  United  States  contended  that  the  claim  was  different,  and 
claimed  that  the  motion  of  the  advoicate  for  Spain  might  be  dismissed. 

The  arbitrators  being  unable  to  agree,  the  question  was  referred  to 
the  umpire,  Lewenhaupt,  who,  on  July  12, 1880,  rendered. the  following 
decision: 

The  umpire  is  of  opinion  that  the  question  whether  case  No.  3  may  be  reopei^d  has  not  heen 
referred;  that  the  question  whether  this  claim,  No.  129,  is  a  new  one  or  the  same  as  No.  3 
does  not  depend  upon  whether  the  items  included  he  the  same  in  both  cad6s/but'the  test 
is  whether  both  claims  are  founded  on  the  same  injury;  that  the  only  injury  oh  which  claim 
No.  129  is  founded  is  the  seizure  of  a  certain  house;  that  this  same  injury  was  alleged  as 
one  of  the  foundations  for  claim  No.  3,  and  that  in  consequence  claim  No.  129,  as  being  a 
part  of  an  old  claim,  can  not  be  presented  as  a  new  claim  in  a  new  particular.  For  these 
reasons  the  umpire  decides  that  this  case.  No.  129,  be  stricken  from  the  docket. 
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This  case  is  found  in  Moore's  Int.  Arb.  2193.  See  also  decisions 
similar  in  principle,  Danford  Knowlton  &  Co.,  and  Peter  V.  King  & 
Co.,  before  the  same  commission,  fomid  in  Moore's  Int.  Arb.  2193- 
2196.     See  Delgado  case,  Moore  Int.  Arb.  2196. 

See  the  case  of  McLeod,  Moore  Int.  Arb.  2419. 

McLeod,  a  British  subject,  set  up  a  claim  against  the  United  States 
of  America  for  his  arrest  and  imprisonment  in  the  State  of  New  York 
on  a  charge  of  murder  committed  at  the  destruction  of  the  steamer 
Caroline  in  the  port  of  Schlosser  in  that  State  on  December  29,  1879. 
This  claim  was  presented  by  the  British  agent  to  the  commission  under 
the  convention  between  the  Umted  States  and  Great  Britain  on  Feb- 
ruary 8,  1853.  The  agent  of  the  United  States  maintarned  that  the 
case  was  finally  settled  between  the  two  Governments  by  Lord  Ash- 
burton  and  Mr.  Webster  in  1842.  The  British  commission  thought 
that  the  adjustment  made  between  the  two  Governments  was  merely 
a  settlement  of  certain  national  grievances  and  that  any  claim  on  the 
part  of  McLeod  must  be  considered  as  one  of  the  unsettled  questions 
existing  at  the  date  of  the  convention  6f  February  8,  1853.  Mr. 
Upham,  commissioner  for  the  United  States,  was  of  a  different  opin- 
ion, and,  among -other  things,  says  that  two  questions  arise  in  the  case : 

I.  Whether  the  settlement  made  by  the  Qovernments  precludes  our  jurisdiction  over 
the  claim  now  presented. 

n.  Whether,  independently  of  such  exception,  the  facts  show  a  ground  of  claim  against 
the  United  SUtes. 

*  *  *  No  claims  can  be  sustained  before  us  except  those  which  the  Governments 
can  rightly  prefer  for  our  consideration.  With  matters  settled  and  adjusted  between 
them,  we  hate  nothing  to  do. 

A  settlement  by  the  Governments  of  the  ground  of  international  controversy  between 
them,  ipso  facto  J  settles  any  claims  of  individuals  arising  under  such  controversies  against 
the  Goven\ment  of  the  other  country,  unless  they  are  especially  excepted,  as  each  -Govern- 
ment by  so  doing  assumes,  as  principal,  the  adjustment  of  the  claims  of  its  own  citizens 
and  becomas  itself  solely  responsible  for  them.     ♦    *    * 

These  subjects  of  difficulty  and  controversy  between  the  two  countries  were  thus  fully 
and  finally  adjusted,  so  that  the  able  and  patriotic  statesmen  by  whom  this  settlement  was 
effected  trusted,  in  the  words  of  Lord  Ashburton,  ''that  these  truly  unfortunate  events 
might  thenceforth  be  buried  in  oblivion. "    *    *    * 

In  my  view,  the  entire  controversy,  with  all  its  incidents,  was  then  ended;  and  if  the  citizens 
of  either  Government  had  grievances  to  complain  of  they  could  have  redress  only  on  their 
own  governments,  who  had  acted  as  their  principals  and  taken  the  responsibility  of  making 
the  whole  matter  an  international  affair  and  had  adjusted  it  on  this  basis. 

The  imipire,  Mr.  Bates,  sustained  the  poation  of  the  commissioner 
for  the  United  States  and  rejected  the  claim. 

John  Emile  Houard  was- arrested  in  Cuba  and  imprisoned  without 
right,  as  it  always  appeared.  Spain  voluntarily  released  Mr.  Houard 
and  restored  his  property  to  him,  requesting  of  the  United  States,  as  a 
condition  of  the  pardon  and  restoration,  that  an  end  should  thereby 
be  put  to  all  discussion  concerning  this  case.     This  proposition  Was 
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accepted  by  the  United  States.  Mr.  Houard  came  before  the  inter- 
national  commisgion  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  and 
claimed  damages  for  the  wrong  done  him  through  his  imprisoBament 
and  the  consequences  naturally  flowing  therefrom.  The  umpire  jnade 
the  decision  as  follows: 

The  umpire  does  not  deem  it  consistent  with  the  character  of  his  office,  nor  required  isy  the 
interests  of  either  party,  that  the  questions  involved  in  the  sentence,  thus  disposed  of  hereto- 
fore and  intended  to  be  closed  by  conditional  pardon  granted  as  the  result  of  an  international 
agreement,  should  now  be  reopened.     (Moore's  Int.  Arb.,  2429). 

See  Bouts'  case,  Sir  Edward  Thornton  umpire,  Moore's  Int.  Arb., 
2430. 

Illustrative  of  the  position  which  the  United  St:Ltes  Grovemment 
has  taken  in  reference  to  the  finality  and  conclusiveness  of  awards  by 
commissions  and  by  arbitration,  reference  msiy  be  had  to  the  action 
of  that  Government  with  Mexico  under  the  convention  of  April  11, 
1839.  Under  said  commission  three  claims  were  rejected  by  the  com- 
missioners on  their  merits  and  four  on  the  ground  of  jurisdiction. 
The  umpire  rejected  five  claims  on  their  merits  [.nd  six  on  jurisdic- 
tional groimds.  After  the  termination  of  the  commission  attorneys 
for  claimants  whose  demands  had  been  rejected  nsked  ihz,t  the  con- 
vention and  all  the  proceedings  under  it  be  decL.red  null  end  void, 
while  the  attorneys  for  the  more  fortimate  claimants  strongly  objected 
to  such  a  course. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  determined  to  treat  as  final 
and  conclusive  the  decisions  that  had  already  been  rendered  and  to 
enter  into  negotiations  for  the  adjustment  of  the  unfinished  business. 
Under  this  decision  there  was  a  new  claim  convention  of  November 
20,  1843,  which  by  its  first  article  provided  thjit  ell  cLims  of  the  citi- 
zens of  Mexico  against  the  United  States  and  all  claims  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States  against  Mexico — 

which  for  whatever  cause  were  not  submitted  to  nor  considered  nor  finally  decided  by  the 
commission  nor  by  the  arbiter —     (Moore's  Int.  Arb.,  p.  1249,  note.) 

under  the  convention  of  1839  should  be  referred  to  a  board  of  four 
commissioners. 

Under  the  commission  of  1839,  wherein  it  was  agreed  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  umpire  should  be  final  and  conclusive,  and  wherein  the  United 
States  agreed  forever  to  exonerate  the  Mexican  Government  from  any 
further  accountability  for  claims  which  would  either  be  rejected  by 
the  board  or  by  the  arbitrator,  or  which,  being  allowed  by  either, 
should  be  provided  for  by  the  siid  Government  in  the  manner  before 
mentioned,  there  was  presented  the  claim  of  Manuel  de  Gala,  growing 
out  of  his  imprisonment  and  the  confiscation  of  his  vessel  and  cargo. 
The  American  commissioner  of  1839  allowed  $52,000,  the  Mexican 
commissioner  nothing,  the  umpire  $5,867.  It  wcs  clleged  before  the 
commission  of  1849  that  thLs  award  was  made  solely  on  account  of  the 
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c-onliscation  of  the  vessel  and  the  imprisonment  of  de  Cala,  and  that 
the  value  of  the  cargo  was  by  some  unaccountable  oversight  wholly 
overlooked  by  the  umpire.     The  commission  ruled  against  it,  saying: 

This  board  has  no  means  of  knowing  upon  what  grounds  the  decision  of  the  umpire  was 
ramie,  nor  has  it  any  power  of  correcting  his  errors,  mistakes,  or  omissions,  even  if  there  was 
clear  evidence  of  the  existence  of  such  errors  or  omissions.  The  whole  claim  of  de  Cala  was 
submitted  to  the  umpire,  and  in  his  decision  he  recapitulated  minutely  the  several  items 
aHowed  by  the  American  commissioners,  and  immediately  states  the  amount  for  which,  in 
his  opinion,  Mexico  should  be  held  responsible.  *  *  *  The  board  is  of  opinion  that  the 
deeiaion  of  the  umpire  was  final  and  conclusive,  and  that,  by  the  terms  of  the  convention  of 
1839,  Mexico  was  released  from  any  further  claim  or  liability  growing  out  of  the  transactions 
upon  which  it  was  founded.     (Moore  Int.  Arb.,  1274). 

See  the  Leggett  c:.se,  Moore  Int.  Arb.,  1276  et  seq. 
In  Moore  Int.  Arb.,  1408,  Sir  Frederick  Bruce  says: 

In  civil  courts  an  appeal  lies  to  a  superior  tribunal;  in  international  courts,  which  recog- 
nize no  superior  judge,  fresh  negotiations  are  opened,  and  a  fresh  commission  appointed,  to 
which  the  disputed  cases  are  referred.     *    ♦    ♦ 

I  am  of  opinion  that  these  claims  must  be  submitted  de  novo  to  the  actual  commission, 
with  a  view  to  a  fresh  reexamination  and  decision  on  their  merits. 

Under  the  United  States  and  Venezuela  Claims  Commission  of  1868 
gross  frauds  were  alleged  to  be  perpetrated,  and  a  protest  of  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government  was  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United 
States  of  America  February  12,  1869,  alleging  irregularity  of  the 
umpire  and  fraud  in  the  proceedings  and  findings.  After  careful 
inquiry  by  the  United  States  Government  it  was  found  that  there  had 
been  fraud.  The  decisions  were  rejected  and  a  new  commission  was 
formed  by  the  joint  action  of  both  countries  to  rehear  all  of  the  cases. 

Moore  Int.  Arb..  1660-1675. 

Where  a  party,  with  full  knowledge  of  the  facts  on  which  he  relies  for  the  impeachment  of 
the  award,  has  nevertheless  accepted  and  executed  the  award,  it  will  not  be  set  aside  because 
of  the  objections  made  by  him.    (2  Am.  and  Eng.  Encycl.  of  Law.  789.) 

A  valid  award  creates  a  complete  obligation,  and  need  not  be  ratified  by  the  parties  in 
order  to  give  it  operative  force.     (Id.,  806.) 

But  where  an  award  is  voidable,  either  because  the  arbitrators  have  exceeded  their 
authority  or  because  all  matters  submitted  have  not  been  considered  by  them,  or  for  any 
other  reason,  the  parties  may  ratify  it  expressly  or  by  implication  arising  from  their  acts,  and 
after  such  ratification  they  will  be  estopped  from  objecting  to  it.     (Id..  806.) 

The  acceptance  of  the  benefits  of  an  award,  as  accepting  the  performance  from  the  other 
party  to  the  submission  of  the  obligations  imposed  by  the  award,  is  a  ratification  and  estppa 
the  party  so  accepting  from  afterwards  denying  its  validity.     (Id..  807,  note.) 

Acquiescence  in  an  award  has  the  effect  of  a  ratification.     (Id..  807.) 

In  a  case  before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  entitled 
United  States  ex  rel.  Lutzarda  Angarica  de  la  Rua,  executrix  of  Joaqufn 
Garcia  de  Angarica,  deceased,  plaintiff  in  error  v.  Thomas  F.  Bayard, 
Secretary  of  State  (127  U.  S.,  251  (L.  R.,  32, 159) ),  there  appears,  in  the 
course  of  the  decision,  this  quotation  from  the  answer  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  United  States; 
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And  this  rMpondenti  further  answering,  saith  that  the  said  petition  proceeds  upon  a 
ground  which  wholly  ignores  certain  grave  international  elements  and  considerations  that 
entered  into  the  claim  of  the  petitioner's  testator  so  soon  as  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  hegan  and  assumed  to  urge  and  prosecute  the  same,  and  that  thenceforth  the  said 
claim  became,  in  contemplation  of  law,  subject  to  the  will  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  entirely  beyond  the  control  of  the  said  petitioner's  testator. 

On  July  4,  1868,  a  convention  was  concluded  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  Mexico  for  the  adjudication  of  claims  of  citizens 
of  either  country  upon  the  Government  of  the  other.  Article  II  of 
the  treaty  contains  this  clause : 

The  President  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  President  of  the  Mexican  Republic 
hereby  solemnly  and  sincerely  engage  to  consider  the  decision  of  the  commissioners  conjointly, 
or  of  the  umpire,  as  the  case  may  be,  as  absolutely  final  and  conclusive  upon  each  claim 
decided  upon  by  them  or  him,  respectively,  and  to  give  full  effect  to  such  decisioDS  without 
any  objection,  evasion,  or  delay  whatsoever.     (15  Stat.  L.,  682.) 

And  also  in  Article  V  there  appeared  the  following: 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  to  consider  the  result  of  the  proceedings  of  this  com- 
mission as  a  full,  perfect,  and  final  settlement  of  every  claim  upon  either  Government  arising 
out  of  any  transaction  of  a  date  prior  to  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  the  present  con- 
vention; and  further  engage  that  every  such  claim,  whether  or  not  the  same  may  have  been 
presented  to  the  notice  of,  made,  preferred,  or  laid  before  the  said  commission,  shall  from 
and  after  the  conclusion  of  the  proceedings  of  the  said  commission,  be  considered  and  treated 
as  finally  settled,  l)arred,  and  thenceforth  inadmissible.     (15  Stat.  L.  684.) 

This  was  a  case  of  petition  for  mandamus,  entitled  United  States  ex 
rel.  Sylvanus  C.  Boynton,  plaintiff  in  error,  v,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secre- 
tary of  State.     (U.  S.  Sup.  Court  Reports,  139,  306;  L.  R.  35,  183.) 

The  payment  of  the  sum  awarded  had  been  withheld  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  because  that  Mexico,  while  complying 
with  the  terms  of  the  award  and  paying  in  accordance  therewith,  had 
solemnly  protested  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  that  delib- 
erate fraud  had  been  practiced  upon  the  commission  and  that  without 
it  there  would  have  been  no  award  against  Mexico  and  asking  that 
the  United  States  Government  consent  to  reopen  the  case  and  to  set 
aside  the  award.  This  petition  wcs  brought  to  compel  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  make  payment  of  the  sums  due  to  the  relator,  notwith- 
standing the  situation  suggested. 

President  Hayes  caused  the  charges  of  fraud  to  be  investigated,  and 
Mr.  Evarts,  then  Secretary  of  State  and  a  profound  lawyer  and  emi- 
nent jurist,  made  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  matters  concerned 
and  submitted  his  conclusions  to  the  President,  of  which  we  quote  in 
part: 

That  neither  the  principles  of  public  law  nor  considerations  of  justice  and  equity  required 
or  permitted,  as  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico,  that  the  award  should  be  opened 
and  the  cases  retried  before  a  new  international  tribunal,  or  under  any  new  convention  or 
negotiation  respecting  the  same;  *  *  *  that  the  honor  of  the  United  States  required, 
that  these  two  cases  should  be  further  investigated  by  the  United  States  to  ascertain 
whether  this  Government  had  been  made  the  means  of  enforcing  against  a  friendly  power 
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claims  of  our  citizen?  based  upon  or  exaggerated  by  fraud.  (139  U.  S.  pp.  306-326;  L.  R. 
vol.  35  p.  186.) 

In  August,  1880,  Secretary  Evarts — 

having  been  notified  through  the  Mexican  legation  of  the  intention  of  the  Mexican  Oovem- 
ment  to  commence  suits  to  impeach  and  set  aside  the  two  awards,  objected  to  such  a  pro- 
ceeding as  in  contradict ^on  to  the  whole  purpose  of  the  convention,  as  well  as  of  explicit 
provisions  thereof;  and  accordingly  no  further  steps  were  taken  in  that  direction.     (Id.  ibid.) 

Chief  Justice  Fuller  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court,  and  we  quote 
briefly  therefrom : 

The  Government  assumed  the  responsibility  of  presenting  his  claim,  and  made  it  its  own  in 
seeking  redress  in  respect  to  it. 

The  Chief  Justice  makes  reference  to  Frelinghuysen  v.  Key  (110 
U.  S.,  63),  in  the  following  language: 

In  Frelinghuysen  v.  Key,  while  conceding  the  essential  value  of  international  arbitration 
to  be  dependent  upon  the  certainty  and  finality  of  the  decision  ^  tlie  court  adjudged  that  this 
Government  need  not  therefore  dose  its  doors,  against  an  investigation  into  the  question 
whether  its  influence  had  been  lent  in  favor  of  a  fraudulent  claim.  It  was  held  that  no  appli- 
cable rule  was  so  rigid  as  not  to  be  sufficiently  flexible  to  do  justice,  and  that  the  extent  and 
character  of  any  obligation  to  individuals,  growing  out  of  a  treaty,  an  award,  and  the  receipt 
of  money  thereon,  were  necessarily  subject  to  such  modification  as  circumstances  might 
require. 

Cornelius  Comegys  and  Andrew  Pettit,  plaintiffs  in  error,  v.  Ambrose 
Vasse,  defendant  in  error,  before  the  United  States  Supreme  Court, 
and  reported  in  volume  26,  page  193  (L.  R.  7,  108),  was  a  case  grow- 
ing out  of  the  award  of  commissioners  constituted  under  the  treaty  of 
the  United  States  of  America  with  Spain  on  the  22d  of  February,  1819. 
In  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  it  provides  that  the  high  contracting 
parties — 

reciprocally  renounce  aJl  claims  for  damages  or  injuries  which  they,  themselves,  as  well  as, 
their  respective  citizens  and  subjects,  may  have  suffered  until  the  time  of  signing  of  this 
treaty.     (8  Stat.  L.  258.) 

and  they  then  proceed  to  enumerate  in  separate  clauses  the  injuries  to 
which  the  renunciation  extends. 

The  eleventh  article  provides  that  the  United  States,  exonerating 
Spain  from  all  demands  in  future  on  account  of  the  claims  of  their  citi- 
zens to  which  these  renuncfations  extended — 

and  considering  them  entirely  cancelled^  undertake  to  make  satisfaction  for  the  same,  to  an 
amount  not  exceeding  6ve  millions  of  dollars. .   (8  Stat.  L.  260.) 

To  ascertain  the  full  amount  and  validity  of  these  claims  a  commis- 
sion, to  consist  of  three  commissioners,  was  appointed,  which  within 
three  years  from  the  time  of  its  first  meeting  should — 

receive,  examine,  and  decide  upon  the  amount  and  validity  of  all  the  claims  included  within 
the  descriptions  above  mentioned.     (Id.  ibid.) 

There  seems  to  be  no  especial  agreement  or  covenant  concerning  the 
finality  and  conclusiveness  of  the  awards,  and  they  seem  to  stand  upon 
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the  common  basis  ascribed  to  awards  in  general.  Mr.  Justice  Story  of 
the  Supreme  Court  delivered  its  opinion.  Among  other  things  decided 
by  the  court  there  appears  this: 

The  object  of  the  treaty  was  to  invest  the  commissioners  with  full  power  and  authority  to 
receive,  examine,  and  decide  upon  the  amount  and  validity  of  the  asserted  claims  upon 
Spain,  for  damages  and  injuries.  Their  decision,  within  the  scope  of  this  authority,  is 
conclusive  and  final.  If  they  pronounce  the  claim  valid  or  invalid,  if  they  ascertain  the 
amount,  their  award  in  the  premises  is  not  reexaminable.  The  parties  must  abide  by  it,  as 
the  decree  of  a  competent  tribunal  of  exclusive  jurisdiction.  A  rejected  claim  can  not  he 
brought  again  under  retnew,  in  any  judicial  tribunal;  an  amount  once  fixed,  is  a  final  ascer- 
tainment of  the  damages  or  injury.     This  is  the  obvious  purport  of  a  language  of  the  treaty. 

See  the  case  familiarly  quoted  as  Frelinghuysen  v.  Key,  found  in  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  Reports  1 1 0,  p.  63  (L.  R.  28,  p.  7 1 ) ,  where 
the  Supreme  Court  decided  the  awards  to  be  final  and  conclusive  as 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico  until  set  aside  by  agreement 
between  the  two  Governments,  or  otherwise,  and  that  the  United 
States  had  right  to  treat  with  Mexico  for  a  retrial  for  particular 
awards  because  of  the  alleged  fraudulent  character  of  the  proof  given 
in  their  support,  and  that  the  President  of  the  Senate  might  conclude 
another  treaty  with  Mexico  in  respect  to  any  claims  allowed  by  the 
commission.  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Waite  delivered  the  opinion  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  in  which  opinion  we  find  and  quote  the  following: 

No  nation  treats  with  a  citizen  of  another  nation  except  through  his  govemmeot- 
The  treaty,  when  made,  represents  a  compact  between  the  governments  and  each  govern- 
ment holds  the  other  responsible  for  everything  done  by  their  respective  citizens  under  it. 
The  citizens  of  the  United  States  having  claims  against  Mexico  were  not  parties  to  this  con- 
vention. They  induced  the  United  States  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  seeking  redress  for 
injuries  they  claim  to  have  sustained  by  the  conduct  of  Mexico,  and  as  a  means  of  obtaining 
such  redress  the  convention  was  entered  into,  by  which  not  only  claims  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  agffinst  Mexico  were  to  be  adjusted  and  paid,  but  those  of  citizens  of  Mexico 
against  the  United  States  as  well.  *  ♦  *  Thus,  while  the  claims  of  the  individual  citi- 
zens were  to  be  considered  by  the  commission  in  determining  amounts,  the  whole  purpose  of 
the  convention  was  to  ascertain  how  much  was  due  from  one  Government  to  the  other  on 
account  of  the  demands  of  their  respective  citizens. 

See  also  United  States  v.  Throckmorton,  98  U.  S.  Sup.  Court  Reports, 
61  (L.  R.  25:  93);  U.  S.  Appt.  v.  Diekelman,  92  U.  S.  Supreme  Court 
Reports,  520  (L.  R.  23:  742) ;  Choctaw  Nation,  appellant,  v.  U.  S.,  119 
U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.,  I  (L.  R.  30:  306). 

Chapter  18,  Book  2,  of  Vattel  on  the  Law  of  Nations,  Chitty's  Edi- 
tion, treats  of  the  mode  of  terminating  disputes  between  nations,  and 
the  entire  chapter  is  referred  to  by  the  umpire  as  furnishing,  in  his 
judgment,  a  basis  for  this  case.  The  umpire  will  quote  but  limitedly. 
Section  326  says  in  part: 

If  neither  of  the  nations  who  nre  engaged  in  a  dispute  thinks  proper  to  abandon  her  right 
or  her  pretensions,  the  contending  parties  are,  by  the  law  of  nature,  which  recommends  peace, 
concord,  and  charity,  bound  to  try  the  gentlest  methods  of  terminating  their  differences. 
♦    *    ♦    Let  each  party  coolly  and  candidly  examine  the  subject  of  the  dispute,  and  do 
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jufltioe  to  the  other;  or  let  him  whose  right  is  too  uncertain,  voluntarily  renounce  it.  There 
are  even  occasions  when  it  may  be  proper  for  him  who  has  the  clearer  right,  to  renounce  it',  for 
the  sake  of  preserving  peace — occasions  ^hich  it  is  the  part  of  prudence  to  discover. 

Section-  327  is  entitled  ** Compromise,"  concerning  which  he  says: 

Compromise  is  a  second  method  of  bringing  disputes  to  a  peaceable  termination.  It  is 
an  agreement,  by  which,  without  precisely  deciding  on  the  justice  of  the  jarring  pretensions, 
the  parties  recede  on  both  sides,  and  determine  what  share  each  shall  have  of  the  thing  in' 
dispute,  or  agree  to  give  it  entirely  to  one  of  the  claimants  on  condition  of  certain  indemni- 
Bcations  granted  to  the  other. 

Section  329  is  entitled  ^'Arbitration.'*  Concerning  this  he  says,  in 
part: 

When  sovereigns  cannot  agree  about  their  pretensions,  and  are  nevertheless  desirous  of 
preserving  or  restoring  peace,  they  sometimes  submit  the  decision  of  their  disputes  to  arbi- 
trators chosen  by  common  agreement.  When  once  the  contending  parties  have  entered 
into  articles  of  arbitration,  they  are  hotmd  to  abide  by  the  sentence  of  the  arbitrators.  They 
have  engaged  to  do  this;  and  the  faith  of  treaties  should  be  religiously  observed.  *  *  * 
For  if  it  were  necessary  that  we  should  be  convinced  of  the  justice  of  a  sentence  before  we 
would  submit  to  it,  it  would  be  of  very  little  use  to  appoint  arbitrators.  *  *  *  In  order 
to  obviate  all  difficulty,  and  cut  off  every  pretext  of  which  fraud  might  make  a  handle,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  arbitration  articles  should  precisely  specify  the  subject  in  dispute,  the 
respective  and  opposite  pretensions  of  the  parties,  the  demands  of  the  one, and  the  objections 
of  the  other.  These  constitute  the  whole  of  what  is  sub^litted  to  the  decision  of  the  arbitrator; 
and  it  is  upon  these  points  alone  that  the  parties  promise  to  abide  by  their  judgment .  If,  then, 
their  sentence  be  confined  within  these  precise  bounds,  the  disputants  must  acquiesce  in  it. 
They  can  not  say  that  it  is  manifestly  unjust,  since  it  is  pronounced  on  a  question  which  they 
have  themselves  rendered  doubtful  by  the  discordance  of  their  claims,  and  which  has  been 
referred,  as  such,  to  the  decision  of  the  arbitrators.  Before  they  can  pretend  to  evade  such 
a  sentence,  they  should  prove,  by  incontestable  facts  that  it  was  the  offspring  of  corruption 
or  flagrant  partiality. 

Mr.  Bayard,  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United  States  of  America,  a 
very  eminent  and  able  lawyer,  acting  in  his  office  aforesaid,  gave  this 
official  opinion  on  May  12,  1886: 

Motions  to  open  or  set  aside  international  awards  are  not  entertained  unless  made  promptly, 
and  upon  proof  of  fraudulent  concoction  or  of  strong  after-discovered  evidence.  Wharton's 
Int.  Law  EMgest,  sec.  316,  vol.  3,  page  81. 

The  award  not  having  been  vacated,  opened,  or  set  aside  during  the  lifetime  of  the  former 
commission,  and  the  claimant  having  done  nothing  since  to  waive  his  rights  thereunder,  it 
was  further  ruled  that  such  award  should  be  treated  by  our  Government  as  a  valid  and 
conclusive  ascertainment  of  his  claim  against  New  Granada.  Wharton's  Int.  Law  Digest, 
sec.  328,  vol.  2,  page  672. 

Mr.  Seward,  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United  States,  in  correspond- 
ence July  17,  1868,  referring  to  the  Alfibama  claims  and  to  an  effort  to 
adjust  them  which  had  been  madt  by  both  Governments  and  review- 
ing the  situation^  says: 

In  the  first  place,  Her  Majesty's  Government  not  only  denied  all  national  obligation  to 
indenmify  citizens  of  the  United  States  for  thiese  claims,  but  even  refused  to  entertain 
them  for  discussion.    Subsequently  Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  reconsideration  pro- 
posed to  entertain  them  for  the  purpose  of  referring  them  to  arbitration,  but  insisted  upon 
B.  Doc.  533,  69-1 10 
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making  them  subject  of  special  reference,  excluding  from  the  arbitrators'  consideration  cer- 
tain grounds  which  the  United  States  deem  material  to  a  just  and  fair  determination  of 
the  merits  of  the  claims.  The  United  States  declined  this  special  exception  and  exchision, 
and  thus  the  proposed  arbitration  has  failed.     Id.,  sec.  221,  vol.  2,  p.  568. 

On  page  569  of  the  same  volume  there  is  a  statement  by  Mr.  Freling- 
huysen,  Secretary  of  State,  to  Mr.  Rosecrans,  October  17,  1883,  as  to 
the  action  of  the  United  States  concerning  arbitration,  the  finality  of 
the  decisions,  and  the  solemnity  of  the  agreement  which  authorizes  the 
arbitration. 

Mr.  Fish,  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United  States,  to  Minister  Rus- 
sell, of  Venezuela,  June  4,  1875,  says  in  part: 

That  if  a  State,  after  having  submitted  a  controversy  regarding  claims  and  debts  due  to 
individuals,  to  arbitration,  whether  by  another  State  or  by  a  conmiission,  refuses  to  pay  the 
award,  it  loses  credit  and  leaves  no  alternative  with  other  powers  than  that  of  refusing 
intercourse,  or  of  an  ultimate  resort  to  war.     Id.,  sec.  220,  vol.  2,  p.  550. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United  States,  Feb- 
ruary 11,  1884,  says  in  part: 

The  claims  presented  to  the  French  commission  are  not  private  claims  but  governmental 
claims,  growing  out  of  injuries  to  private  citizens  or  their  property,  inflicted  by  the  govern- 
ment against  which  they  are  presented.  As  between  tlie  United  Stat^  and  the  citizen,  the 
claim  may  in  some  sense  be  regarded  as  private,  but  when  the  claim  is  taken  up  and 
pressed  diplomatically,  it  is  as  against  the  foreign  government  a  national  claim. 

Over  such  claims  the  prosecuting  government  has  full  control;  it  may,  as  a  matter  of 
pure  right,  refuse  to  present  them  at  all;  it  may  surrender  them  or  compromise  them  with- 
out consulting  the  claimants.  Several  instances  where  this  has  been  done  will  occur  to  you, 
notably  the  case  of  the  so-called  "French  spoliation  claims."  The  rights  of  the  citizen  for 
diplomatic  redress  are  as  against  his  own  not  the  foreign  government.  *  *  *  The  com- 
mission is  not  a  judicial  tribunal  adjudging  private  rights,  but  an  international  tribunal 
adjudging  national  rights.     Id.,  sec.  220,  vol.  2,  p.  558. 

Should  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  either  by  its  neglect  in  pressing  a  claim 
against  the  foreign  government  or  by  extinguishing  it  as  an  equivalent  for  concessions  from 
such  government,  impair  the  claimant's  rights,  it  is  bound  to  duly  compensate  such  claim- 
ant.    Id.,  sec.  220,  vol.  2,  p.  566. 

On  a  careful  review  of  the  history  of  tliis  claim  from  its  origin  to  this 
day,  enlightened  by  study  and  reflection,  fortified  in  principle,  and 
controlled  by  reason,  responsive  to  his  conscientious  conception  of 
duty,  the  judgment  of  the  umpire  is  clear  and  positive  that  the  com- 
promise arranged  between  the  honorable  Governments  February  24, 
1891,  followed  by  the  award  of  the  honorable  President  of  the  Swiss 
Federation,  December  15,  1896,  were,  ''acting  together,"  a  complete, 
final,  and  conclusive  disposition  of  the  entire  controversy  on  behalf  of 
M.  Antoine  Fabiani.  Therefore  the  claim  presented  before  this  tri- 
bunal, and,  on  disagreement  of  the  honorable  commissioners,  coming 
to  the  umpire,  and  there  entitled  ''Antoine  Fabiani  No.  4,"  is  dis- 
allowed, and  the  award  will  be  prepared  accordingly. 

NoBTHFiELD,  July  SI  J 1906. 
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EXHIBIT   DT   FABIANI  CASE— AWAED  TTITDEE   COHYEN- 
TIOH  OF  1891/ 

L.e  President  de  la  Confederation  Saisse,  arbitre  design^  pour  trancher 
le  diflf^rend  exUtant  (Affaire  Fabiani)  entre  Le  Qourernement  de  la  R^pa- 
bliqiie  Franyaise,  partie  demaudoresse,  et  Le  Goavernement  des  Etats-Unis 
du  Wn^zui^la,  partie  ddfenderesse. 

Vu  les  exposes  et  les  conclusions  des  parties,  ainsi  que  lee  pieuves 
administr^es. 

Cousidcrant  qu'il  en  resulte: 

I.  Lee  Gonyernements  de  la  R^publique  Fran9ai8e  et  des  Etats-Cnis  du 
y^n^zudla  sent  convenus,  par  comproihis  sign^  h  Caracas  le  24  f^vrier 
1891,  de  soumettre  h  I'arbitrage  du  President  de  la  ConfM<^ration  Suisse, 
la  question  de  savoir  si,  ''d'aprt*s  les  lois  du  V<^nezueia,  les  principes 
g^n^raux  du  droit  des  gens  et  la  Convention  (du  26  novembre  1885)  en 
vigneur  entre  les  deux  Puissances  contractantes,  le  Gouvernement  v^n^- 
zn^lien  est  reeponsable  des  dommages  que  Fabiani  dit  avoir  cprouv^s  pour 
d^n^gations  de  justice/'  et  de  cbarger  Tabitre  ^'de  fixer,  an  cas  ofi  cette 
responsabilitd  serait  reconnue  pour  tout  ou  partie  des  reclamations  dont 
il  s'agit,  le  niontant  do  rindemnite  pdcuniaire  que  le  Gouvernement  v^n^- 
zueiien  devrait  verser  entre  les  mains  de  M.  Fabiani,  et  qui  effectuerait  en 
titres  de  la  dette  diplomatique  de  Venezuela  3  %,^' 

L'arbitrage  ayant  ete  accepte,  la  procedure  fut  instruite  par  voie 
d'ecbange  de  memoires  et  par  i'admiuistratiou  de  x>reuves  tant  litteiales 
que  testimoniales  oflertes  par  les  Gouvernements  interesaes. 

II.  Les  faits  aliegues  daps  la  demande  sont  les  suivauts: 

M.  Antoine  Fabiani  epousa,  en  avril  1867,  la  fiUede  M.  Benolt  Roncayplo, 
chef  d'une  maison  d*armement  de  voiliers,  h  Marseille.  Roncayolo suspen- 
dit  ses  paiemonts,  le  31  aoitt  de  la  mSme  annee,  et  fut  declare  en  etat  de  fail- 
lite.  Son  gendre  Fabinni,  qui  otait  aloiH  avocat  pr"  s  la  cour  de  Bnstia, 
s'eft'orva  <le  Kauver  la  nitnatiou.  Au  bout  <le  deux  auH,  il  put  informer  son 
b*»au-pt»re,  etabli  j\  MaracaTbo,  quil  avait  (»btenu  iin  concordat  pour  co 
dernier;  il  paya  lui  nienie  le  dernier  dividende  de  10%. 

Fabiani  lixa  son  domicile  a  Marseille.  Un  oncle  lui  avanya  de  fortes 
somnu'S  d'ar^ent,  ct  lui-mrnie  cbercba  <li'sorniais  \\  rccontpu'rir  la  fortune 
perdue  par  Benolt  Koncayolo.  Dans  ce  but,  et  atin  do  conserver  le  mono- 
pole  presqne  exclu«if  des  rapports  maritimes  et  coninierciaux  de  Mara- 
caTbo avoc  la  i  runco,  nionopole  exerce  uagiiere  par  Roncayolo,  il  acbeta 
d'abord  le  iiaviie  I'anline;  il  developpa  ensuite  ses  atf.-iircH  d'exportation 
et  dMmpoi-tation  et  atfecta  cinq  trois-ni^its  21  ce  service,  sans  parler  d'nn 
puissant  reinorqueur  destine  k  la  barre  et  au  lac  de  MaracaTbo.  Trois 
maisons  fnrent  successivement  fondees  au  Venezuela,  t\  Caracas,  h  Mara- 


'  Tbo  President  of  the  Swiss  Confederation  was  authorized  by  the  federal 
committee  November  1,  1892,  to  accept  the  post  of  arbitrator  under  the 
convention.  (Rapport  du  Departement  Federal  des  Affaires  £trang6res, 
189J,  ]).34.)  A  statement  of  tbe  claim  was  filed,  and  a  period  was  then 
fixed  lor  the  presentation  of  the  Venezuelan  answer.  The  French  Govern- 
ment submitted  a  reply.  Tbese  papers  having  been  exchanged,  an  order 
was  made  by  the  arbitrator  in  regard  to  the  taking  of  proofs.  (Id.  1894, 
p.  38. 
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caibo,  k  La  Gaayra;  Fabiani  y  int^ressa  aon  beaa-p^re  at  son  beaa-£r^re 
Andr^  Roncayolo^  qui  re9urent  Tattribution  de  la  moiti^  des  b^n^fioes. 

Mais  bientdt  Fabiani  d^convrit  qne  lea  Boncayolo  avaient  commis  des 
malversations  h  sod  prejudice,  an  V^n^zu^la.  II  se  vit  oblige  d'interdire 
k  son  bean-pere  toute  participation  officielle  anx  operations  de  la  maison 
Fabiani  et  de  restreindre  les  ponvoirs  dn  fils  Boncayolo.  Le  7  d^ceuibre 
1874,  B.  Roncayolo  n'en  renouvela  pas  moins,  en  son  nom,  le  contrat  do 
remorquage  pass^  aveo  le  Pr^sideDt  de  TEtat  v^n^zaeiien  de  Zulia,  en 
engageant  la  responsabilit^  de  ''ses"  ^tablissements  de  commerce  fond^s 
sons  la  raison  socials  Autoine  Fabiani  et  C*".  Fabiani  arr^ta  net  tontes 
les  affaires  d'exportation,  prohiba  tons  tirages  de  traites,  ezxgea  la  resti- 
tution de  ses  avances  et  la  prompte  liquidation  de  ses  int<^rdts.  II  dut 
n^aiimoins  se  convaincre  que  les  Roncayolo  travaillaient  a  ''une  spoliation 
qui  serait  fucilit<^e  par  la  v^^nalit^  des  ponvoirs  judiciaires  du  Venezuela." 
II  se  disposait  h  recourir  anx  tribunaux  frau^ais,  les  conditions  de  I'asso- 
oiation  ayant  6t6  arrdt^es  k  Marseille,  quand,  sur  les  instances  de  Ronca- 
yolo ills,  il  consentit  k  une  solution  amiable  du  oonflit. 

La  transaction,  signde  k  cette  occasion,  date  dn  31  Janvier  1878.  Inter- 
venue  eutre  Antoine  Fabiuni  et  Andrd  Roncayolo,  elle  constat  que  B.  Ron- 
cayolo n'a  jamais  fait  d'apports  en  argent,  elle  ddf^re  an  Tribunal  de 
Marseille  toutes  les  difficnlt^s  qui  pourraient  s'^lever  an  sujet  de  son  ex^ 
cution,  elle  constitue  Roncayolo  file  c^biteur  de  la  somme  de  617,895  fr. 
10,  valeur  au  31  Janvier  1878.  D'autre  part,  la  maison  Roncayolo  de  Mara- 
caibo  devait  etre  remplacde  par  une  succursale  de  la  maison  Fabiani,  de 
Marseille,  succursale  qui  serait  dirigde  par  A.  Roncayolo,  k  Texclnsion  de 
toute  ingdrence  do  Roncayolo  pere. 

Les  anciennes  irr^guloritds  reprochdes  anx  Roncayolo  se  renonvel^joct. 
Fabiani  rdvoqoa  les  pouYoirs  de  Ronpayolo  fils  et  lui  substitua  un  sons- 
agent,  auquel  Roncayolo  p^re  s'empressa  de  marier  sa  fills  cadette.  II  y 
avait  6  k  700,000  fr.  de  traites  k  payer.  Fabiani  coniprit  que  sa  presence 
au  Vdndzudla  dtait  ndcessaire.  II  partit  le  3  novembre  1879,  non  tonte- 
fois  sans  avoir  introduit  instance  k  Marseille  cnntre  ses  deux  fond^  de 
procuration;  les  tribunaux  de  Marseille  dtaient  comp^tents,  en  effet,  etdu 
reste,  B.  Roncayolo  avait  dcrit,  le  14  juin  1879,  que  la  justice  vdndzudlienne 
se  laissait  corrompre  si  prix  d'argent. 

Au  Vdn6zndla»  Fabiani  rdclama,  en  toute  premiere  ligne,  le  paiement 
d'nne  somme  de  105,458  fr.  75,  representee  par  cinq  traites  qne  lui  avaient 
6t6  deiivrdes,  pour  des  transports  d'dmigrants,  par  les  consuls  du  Vene- 
zuela k  Marseille  et  k  Xenerifife.  MM.  Roche  et  Cie.,  auxquels  ces  traites 
avaient  ete  remises  pour  I'encaissement,  refuserent  de  les  restituer,  sous 
pr^texte  qu^elles  avaient  ete  donndes  en  gage  par  acte  du  6  mare  1877, 
acte  fraud nleux  d'apr^s  la  demande.  Le  dossier  de  ces  traites  avait 
d'allleurs  disparu  et  le  cabinet  de  Caracas  annula  ses  ordres  de  paiement 
anterieurs.  Si  Fabiani  ne  poursuivit  pas  Taffaire  au  criminel,  c'est  qu'on 
Ten  dissuada  vivemeut.  Les  Roncayolo,  le  directeur  du  Minist^re  des 
Finances  et  un  compares  anraient  coUabore  a  cette  machination. 

On  meconnut  egalement  les  droits  de  Fabiani,  comma  proprietaire  du 
vapeuT  Paulinef  pour  services  reudus  k  fEtat  par  ce  navire  pendant  la 
revolution  qui  ramena  M.  Guzman  Blanco  au  pouvoir.  B.  Roncayolo  avait 
touche  55,000  fr.  sur  ce  qui  etait  M  k  Fabiani,  au  lien  des  30,000  fr.  qn'il 
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aronait  aToir  perpOB;  le  Miniature  dM  FinaDoes  ne  permit  pas  aa  rMta- 
Ue  or^anoier  de  faire  constater  ce  d^toamemeBt. 

Fabiani  tenta  en  vain  d'oDtenir  dn  tribanal  de  oommerce  de  Caracas 
la  nullity  dn  gage  invoqa^  par  MM.  Roohe  et  Cie.  La  restitution  des 
traites  ftit  bien  ordonn^e,  mais,  anssitOt  apr^s,  le  tribunal  rejeta  une 
reqnftte  k  fin  d'ex6oation  provisoire  da  jugement,  i>ar  la  raison  quo 
Fabiani,  stranger  an  pays,  devait,  an  prdalable,  fonmir  an  cantionnement. 
Fabiani  annon^a  qn'il  ^tait  en  mesare  d'ofifrir  toutes  les  garanties  d^ira- 
blee,  son  vapeur  Pauline  ^tant  arrive  k  La  Gnayra.  Mais,  qnand  il  Toulnt 
Terser  aa  dossier  sa  patente  de  navigation,  il  d^conyrit  qu'elle  ^tatt  aa 
nom  de  '' Roncayolo-Fabiani "  bien  qn'elle  lui  e<it  ^t^  accord^e  h  Ini, 
oomme  propri^taire  unique,  en  avril  1879.  II  y  avait  Ih  an  audacieux 
abua  de  pouToir  commis  par  A.  Roncayolo  Junior,  au  m^pris  de  la  transac- 
tion de  1878. 

Le  rapeur  Pauline,  r^quisitionn^  par  le  Goiivemement  v^n^zuiTtlien  ponr 
aider  k  la  repression  d'une  ^meute,  all  ait  regagner  son  port  d'attache. 
B.  Roncayolo,  comme  repr^sentant  de  Roncayolo- Fabiani,  sollicitait  le 
paiement  d*une  somme  de  83,000  fr.  due  de  ce  chef.  Fabiani  s*y  opposa  et 
le  montant  de  la  reclamation,  arrdte  par  PEtat  au  chiffre  de  57,780  fr.,  fut 
consign^  en  mains  tierces  pour  le  oompte  de  la  maiBon  Antoine  Fabiani  de 
Maraoaibo,  car,  selon  la  demande,  les  Roncayolo  etaient  plus  sdrs  des 
autorites  judiciairea  de  cette  derni^re  ville  que  celles  de  Caracas.  Au 
demeurant,  M.  Gozman  Blanco,  chsf  de  TEtat,  qui  etait  associe  dans  de 
grandes  entreprises  avec  B.  Roncayolo,  son  agent  politique,  s'apprdtait  h, 
intervenir  directement  dans  le  conilit. 

De  graves  soncis  appelant  Fabiani  h  Maracalbo,  il  s'y  rendit  en  avril 
1880,  mais  il  y  trouva  presque  vide  la  caisse  de  son  agence ;  Andre  Ron- 
cayolo Favait  pilie.  Apr^s  bien  des  pourparlers  et  des  d^mdies  avec 
oelui-ci,  Fabiani  comprit  qu'il  serait  oblige  de  capituler,  tant  le  terrain 
etait  bien  prepare  centre  lui  k  Maracaibo. 

En  revanche,  B.  Roncayolo  etait  de  plus  en  plus  en  favour  aupr^s  de 
M.  Blanco,  avec  lequel  il  etait  interesse  dans  la  grosse  affaire  dn  chemin 
de  fer  de  laCeiba  k  Sabana  de  Mendoza;  Tobstination  que  Fabiani  mettait 
k  defendre  ses  droits  derangeait  des  combinaisons  politico-financi^res 
importantes.  M.  Stamman,  mlnistre  pienipotentiaire  d'Allemagne  k  Cara- 
cas, aura,  dit  la  demande,  renseigne  son  Gouvemement  sur  les  attentats 
et  les  ii^uBtioes  dont  Fabiani  fut  victime  dnrant  ce  sejour  k  Maracaibo. 

En  attendant,  on  lui  avait  enleve  le  service  du  remorquage,  on  s'etait 
empare  de  ses  navires,  et  la  cour  supreme  avait  confirme  la  sentence  qui 
depossedait  Fabiani.  II  ne  restait  plus  k  ce  dernier  qu'&  retourner  en 
France  et  k  implorer  la  protection  de  son  Gouvemement,  si  les  autorites 
jndiciaires  et  administratives  du  Venezuela  continuaient  k  se  liguer  centre 
lui.  C'est  alors  qu'un  ami  vint  lui  proposer  de  le  sortir  d'embarras,  moyen- 
nant  qu'il  oonsentlt  k  une  revision  de  la  transaction  de  1878  par  un  arbi- 
trage. Fabiani,  cedant  k  la  force  majeure,  accepta  de  suspendre  toutes 
poursuites  et  actions,  et  de  signer  un  compremis  qui  sauverait  peut-etre 
I'avenir  de  son  commerce  au  Venezuela. 

Le  tribunal  arbitral,  reuni  k  Marseille,  statua  en  date  du  15  decembre 
1880;  ses  decisions,  aux  termes  du  compromis,  etaient  executoires  au 
Venezuela,  sans  deiai  et  sans  qn'on  pftt  admettre  centre  elles  aucun 
reoouTs.    La  sentence  qn'il  rendit  pent  se  resumer  ainsi : 

V*.  Les  oomptes  de  Fabiani  fnrent  reconnus  exacts;  le  debit  d'Andre 
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Bonoayolo  tat  flxd  k  la  somme  de  538,359  fr.  07  cent.,  toate  T^lamftiioa  Ini 
6tant  interdite  aa  sajet  dee  dits  comptes; 

2^.  L'enterprUe  du  remorquage  fut  d^lar^  la  propri^t^  exelnaiye  de 
Fabianiy  depais  le  30  novembre  1877,  comme  ausai  lea  vapean  £clairj 
Mara,  Pauline,  etleseDginsetaccessoiresdestindBauserTioedaremorqaag^. 
Fabiani  fat  aatoris^  4  reprendre  radminUtration  de  ee  service,  "  poar  en 
r^gler  la  geetion  h,  sa  eonvenance,  sans  qae  M.  Benolt  Roocayolo,  ni  M. 
Andr^  Roncayolo,  ni  aacun  tiers  puissent  s'y  iiumiscer  directement  oa 
indirectenient/'  Tinsertion  da  nom  de  B.  Roncayolo  dans  I'acte  de  con- 
cession ''ayant  6t6  la  oonsdqnence  d'une  iaate/'  B.  Roncayolo  ^tait  tena 
oependant,  h  peine  de  dommages  et  int^r^ts,  de  laisser  son  nom  tigarer 
dans  Tentreprise,  si  Fabiani  le  jugeait  pins  conforme  jises  int^rAts,  oa  si  le 
GK>ayemeuieut  v^n^za^lien  se  refusait  k  modifier  la  concession  snr  ce  point; 

3".  Tons  les  prodaits  da  remorqnage,  depnis  le  30  novembre  1877,  y  oom- 
pris  les  b^n^fices  da  pilotage  d^s  lam^me  date,  farenfe attriba<5B k  Fabiani; 
les  personnes  qai  les  avaient  touches  avaient  Tobligationde  leelai  reatitaer ; 

4<*.  B.  et  A.  Roncayolo  furent  condamn^s  solidairement  an  coftt  de  Ten- 
reglstrement  de  la  sentence  arbitrale  et  de  see  annexes. 

Le  compromis  liait  Fabiani,  de  m^me  que  Roncayolo  p^re  et  file,  qui  y 
avaient  adh^r^  tons  les  denx.  La  sentence,  rendne  par  denx  arbitres,  qui 
^talent.  Tun,  le  frere  et  cr^ancier  de  B.  Roncayolo,  Tantre,  Foncle  et 
cr^anoier  de  Fabiani,  fat  enregistrde  h  Marseille  le  17  ddcembre  1880  et 
ddolar<^e  ex^^cntoire  le  21  mdme  mois  par  le  president  da  tribunal  de  pre- 
miere instai^ce  de  cette  ville. 

Les  ^neayolo  form^rent  opposition  k  Texdcuiion  de  la  sentence  arbi- 
trale, en  requdrant  Fannnlation  da  compromis  de  Caracas  et  la  revocation 
de  Tordonnance  d'exequutnr.  D6boat^s  par  jagenient  du  tribunal  de 
premiere  instance  de  Marseille,  da  1*''  avril  1881,  ils  iu  terjet^rent  appel ;  maf  s 
la  coar  d'appel  d'Aix  confirma  la  decision  du  tribunal  de  Marseille  par 
son  arrSt  du  25  juillet  suivant,  et  il  n'y  eat  pas  de  pourvoi  en  cassation. 

Avant  le  prononcd  de  TarrSt  d'appel,  Fabiani,  qui  dtait  retoum^  en 
Europe,  repartit  pour  Caracas  dans  le  but  d'introdaire  et  de  diriger  la  pro- 
c^are  d'exdcution.  Mais  divers  indices  et  renseignements  Ini  firent 
craindre  de  nouvelles  diMcnltds.  Trois  jours  apr^s  son  arrivde  k  Caracas 
vers  la  fin  de  mai  1881,  Fabiani  dcrivit  k  M.  Guzman  Blanco  pour  lui 
annoncer  que  le  paiement  d*une  somme  de  plus  de  40,000  fr.,  rdclam^  aa  Gou- 
vemement  par  B.  Roncayolo,  devait  ^tre  effectud  entre  ses  mains  k  lui, 
Fabiani,  en  vertu  do  la  sentence  arbitrale  du  15  d^cembre  1880;  il  le  priait, 
en  mSme  temps,  de  difil^rer  le  paiement  de  la  dite  somme.  Cette  lettre 
demeara  sans  rdponse.  Le  7  juin  1881,  il  d^posa  an  greffe  de  la  haate 
cour  fdd^rale  Toriginal  et  la  tradnction  da  dossier  de  Tarbitrage,  ainsi 
qu'une  demande  d'exequatur. 

II  ne  s'agissait,  en  Tesp^ce,  qne  d'une  simple  formality,  k  moins  d'nne 
veritable  d^ndgation  de  justice  de  la  part  de  la  haute  coar  (art.  556  et 
suiv.  C.  proc.  civ.  vdn^z.).  Des  renvois,  des  incidents,  des  intrigues  retar- 
d^rent  la  solution  de  I'affaire.  En  fin  de  compte,  bien  qu'il  edt  4t^  6tabli 
an  cours  des  plaidoyers,  par  des  documents  irr^cnsables,  qne  I'ordonnance 
d'exdcution  du  president  da  tribunal  de  Marseille  avait  6t6  confirmee 
anssi  bien  en  appel  qu'cn  premiere  instance,  la  haute  oour  f^^d^rale.  le  11 
novembre  1881,  se  ddclara,  par  cinq  voix  centre  quatre,  inoomp^tente  pour 
donner  force  ex^cntoire  i^  la  sentence  arbitrale,  attendn,  ''qn'on  ne  pent 
oonsid^rer  comme  an  tribunal  de  France  la  rdnnion  des  arbitres  qni  a  en 
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liea  ji  Marseille/' et  qa'une  ordonnance  judiciaire  d'exdciition  ^'ne  pent 
oonvertir  en  Juges  de  la  nation  ceux  qui  ne  le  sont  pas  et  en  sentence  d'un 
tribunal  i^tranger  ce  qui  est  simplement  le  complement  d^in  contraf 
{Annexe  1,  de  la  defense,  p.  23  et  suiv.). 

Les  quatre  jnges  formant  minority  protesterent,  dans  des  ''reserves'' 
motiv^es,  la  sentence  arbitrate  satisfaisant,  selon  enx,  b,  tontes  les  condi- 
tions prescrites  par  I'art.  557  du  Code  de  procedure  civile  ven^zueiien  et 
son  assimiiatiou  a  tin  Jugement  ordinaire  nV'tant  pas  contestable. 

Une  nouvelle  instance  fut  introduite,  et,  le  6  juin  1882^  la  haute  cour 
ffSd^rale,  dont  la  composition  avaitpartiellemeut  change  dans  rintervalle, 
"ddclarait  es^cutoireau  V^ndzu^la  la  sentence  de  la  cour  d'appi'l  d'Aix." 
Fabiani,  snr  le  conseil  d'un  ami,  commuuiqna  ce  r^sultat  h,  M.  Blanco,  qui, 
au  lieu  de  respecter  les  decisions  judiciaires  intervenaes,  coinmenva  par 
mander  k  sou  ministre  des  finances  de  verser  i\  B.  Roucayolo  une  sommo 
de  28,000  fr.  due  h,  Fabiani  pour  eniploi  rdcent  du  vapeur  Pauline  dans 
rintiTri't  de TEtat.  Fabiani  ue  s'eiupressa  pas moins, malgrd Ibostilitd  du 
pouvoir,  de  requcrir  Tex^^cutiou  effective  du  jugement  arbitral.  II  s'em- 
barqna  pour  Maraca'ibo;  uno  inscription  hypoth^caire  fut  prise,  des  le  14 
juin  1882,  contre  H.  et  A.  Roucayolo  snr  tons  les  droits  lenr  appartenant 
dans  le  chemiu  de  fer  et  sur  la  douaue  de  la  Ce7ba,  et  une  autre  inscrip- 
tion, de  120,000  fr..  siu*  la  section  Trujillo  du  chemin  de  fer.  Mais  les  Ron  - 
cayolo,  soutenus  au  reste  par  le  president  de  I'Etat  de  Trujillo,  venaient, 
par  un  contrat  frauduleux,  de  c^der  tous  leurs  droits  k  un  tiers. 

Le  Juge  de  premiere  instance,  h  MaracaTbo,  ordonna  rcxi'cntion  de  la 
sentence  au  benefice  de  laquelle  se  trouvait  Fabiani;  les  Roncayolu 
demand^rent  alors  sa  recusation.  II  se  r^cusa  d'abord,  puis  seravisant, 
debouta  les  opposants  de  leurs  conclusions  formnli'es  centre  sa  derui^re 
decision  et  d(^creta  Tenvoi  en  possession  des  na^  ires,  le  14  juillet  1882. 

Sur  ces  entrefaites,  Fabiani  tombajnalade  de  la  fievre  jaune.  La  pro- 
cedure d'ex<5Cution  futsuspendue  sans  raisbus  plausibles;  on  particulier, 
le  Juge,  qui  n'aurait  dit  admettre  auoun  pourvol  contre  le  mandat  d'ex(^cii- 
tionpar  lui  decemd,  accueillit,  avec  effet  devolutif  seulement,  11  est  vrai. 
Tappel  int-erjete  contre  son  decret.  Les  adversaires  de  Fabiani  recoa- 
mrent  an  juge  superieur,  qui  attribua  h,  I'appel  un  double  efiut,  dJvolutif 
et  suspensif.  Tout  acte  de  procedure  etait  interdit  jusqu'^  oe  qn'il  edt  ete 
prononce  en  instance  d'appel. 

L'admission  de  Tappel  ]\  denx  effete  violait  la  loi,  ainsi  quo  la  Laute 
cour  federale  le  reconnut,  dans  son  arret  du  8  decembre  1883,  en  declarant 
que  Texi^cution  avait  et6  interrompue  par  *'des  recours  ilK'gaux  Inrsqu'il 
s'ugit  do  rexdcution  d*une  sentence.''  Aux  yeux  de  Fabiani,  le  juge^-presi- 
dent  de  la  cour  snperieure  etait  rinstrument  des  Roucayolo.  Fabiani 
Houleva  le  recours  de  fait  devant  la  cour  snperieure  contre  la  decision  de 
ce  magistrat  et  le  recusa  du  mdme  coup.  II  rentra  bientiH  apr>s  en  Europe, 
en  confiant  la  garde  de  ses  interSts  k  ses  amis  et  represcntants. 

Trois motifs  de  recusation  avaient  etc  invoqu(:S.  Les  enncmisde  Fabiani, 
desireux  d'cn  finir,  parvinrent  h  faire  modifier  la  constitution  de  TKtat  de 
Faloon-Znlia,  dans  le  sens  que,  ''pour  les  cas  de  recusation  du  juge  supe- 
rieur, son  suppieaut  n'aurait  plus  bcsoin  d'etre  doctenr  en  jurisprudence," 
et  que,  pour  connaitre  de  la  recusation,  la  cour  supreme  formerait  une 
liste  d'ayo(  ats  et  do  citoyens,  parmi  lesquels  le  gouverneur— qui  etait  le 
fr^re  d'un  des  avocats  des  Roncayolo—choisirait  le  suppieant. 

Le  jage-suppieant  designe  pour  statuer  sur  le  premier  motif  de  reousa- 
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tion,  r^carta,  et  se  retira  d^  qa'il  eut  hrse  prononoer  but  le  deaxi^me.  II 
fat  remplac^  par  one  cr6atare  des  Boncayoloet  de  leurs  alli^,  qui  d^bonta 
Fabiani.  Uiie  troisieme  r^casatiou  ayant  6t6  propoe^e  poar  manifestation 
d'opinion  le  magistrat  ]a  d^clara  irrecevable^  parce  qu'iine  formality  de 
proo^dare  ue  fut  paa  remplie  ensuite  d'an  oabli.  La  d^^cision  fnt  auBBit4it 
frapp^e  d'appel ;  11  refasa  d'admettre  le  poorvoi  et  la  ooar  sapr^me  fut 
saisie. 

Entre  temps,  les  autorit^,  4  en  oroire  les  lettres  des  fond^  de  pou- 
voirs  de  Fabiani,  consid^raient  les  vapeurs  de  celul-ci  romme  leur  blen. 
On  e8con}ptait  Tannnlation  du  mandat  d'ex^cotion  et  Ton  se  promettait 
d'^craser  Fabiani  en  exigeant  de  lui  le  rembomacaieBt  iwm^diast  des 
recettes  du  remorquage,  les  frais  judiciaires  et  les  hoooraires  des  avocats 
poursnivants. 

11  y  avait  nn  moyen  encore  de  coBJurer  les  efforts  des  Roncayolo: 
proToqner  rintervention  de  Tex^cutif  f^d^ral,  qni,  d'ap^^A  le  sec.  17  de 
Tart.  13  de  la  constitution,  devait  Teiller  k  Fex^cntion  "des  d<^crets  et 
ordres''  que  les  *'tribanaux  de  la  f^ddration  rendraieut  dans  I'exercioe  de 
leurs  attributions  et  de  leurs  facnlt^s  l^gales."  Le  ministre  de  Tlnt^rrieur, 
invites  2\  agir,  le  2  juillet  1883,  r/pondit,  le  9  m^me  mois,  que  *'rEx<5cutif 
national  a  d^cid^  que  c'est  d.  la  haute  oour  fM^rale  qu'il  apptirtient  de 
faire  observer  ses  dispositions  et  que  c'est  k  elle  que  doit  s'adresser 
Fint^ressd." 

Fal.iani  reviut  devant  la  haute  conr.  Mais,  dans  FlntervQlle,  poar 
d^truire  par  anticipation  Teffet  d'une  decision  nouvelle,  le  Pri^sident  de 
la  Rdpublique,  M.  Gazman  Blanco,  par  une  r(fsolation  du  21  aoQt  1883, 
approuva  la  cession  frauduleuse  du  contrat  de  cheniin  de  fer  do  la  Ceiba 
consentie  par  B.  Koncayolo,  sonstrayant  ainsi  les  biens  d'lin  d^biteur  k 
Taction  d'nn  crdancier.  En  fin,  le  8  d^cembre  1883,  la  haute  cour  d6cida 
que  le  juge  de  premiere  instance  devait  continuer  une  execution  ill^gale- 
ment  arr^t^e  depuis  le  14  Juillet  1882. 

Le  28  Janvier  1884  le  Juge  competent  d^cerna  un  mandat  d*ex<^ention,  qni 
visait  spocialement  les  droits  et  actions  de  B.  Roncayolo  dans  le  chemin 
de  fer  et  snr  la  douane  de  la  Ceiba.  Cette  decision  du  juge  de  Maracaibo 
devait  prdcipiter  les  ^v^nements.  La  Gaceta  Ofieial,  du  21  f^vrier  1884, 
notifia  quo,  par  un  contrat  dat^  de  la  veille,  le  service  du  remorquage,  des 
bou<5es  et  (In  pilotage  dans  la  lagune  et  sur  la  barre  de  Maracaibo,  dont 
Fabiani  venait  d'etre  remis  en  possession  paisible,  ^tait  oono^d^  k  un 
prete-Rom  de  B.  Roncayolo.  Or,  ce  contrat  apparais^ait  comme  un  acte 
de  vengeance;  coincidence  sluguli^re,  il  fut  sign6  le  Jour  mSme  oik  M. 
Blanco  avait  d ft  rt^signer  ses  fonctious  pr^sidentielles  entre  les  mains  de 
son  Ruccesseur. 

D^s  qn'on  oonnnt  h  Maracaibo  le  contrat  du  20  f6vrier  1884,  qui  causait 
un  prejudice  mat6riel  et  moral  consid<5rable  k  Fabiani,  le  credit  de  celui  ci 
fnt  soriensement  <^branl<S  et  sa  maison  menac^e  d'nne  catastrophe. 

Bien  pi  as,  an  memo  moment,  le  23  f<5vrier  1884,  la  cour  supreme  do 
Falcon-Zulia,  sonlevant  un  conflit  de  competence,  d^niait  k  la  hnute  <  our 
f^.d<^rale  le  droit  de  faire  executor  la  sentence  arbitraie  et  ordonn:n't  la 
transmission  du  dossier  k  un  tribunal  special,  pour  voir  annuler  Tarrdt  du 
8  ddcenibre  1883. 

Get  arret  de  conflit,  suivant  de  si  pr^s  le  retrait  du  remorquage,  uiettait 
Fabiani  en  presence  d'nn  tribunal  qui  n'avail  jamais  fouctionn^  et  dont 
la  composition  ^tait  k  la  discretion  du  pouvoir  exeoutif ;  il  etait  d'lullenrs 
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•ntaoh^  d*arbitraiTe,  oomme  le  Goavemement  et  la  hante  cour  TavaieDt 
reconnn  implicitetnent,  Fan  le  9  Juillet,  Tautre  le  8  d^cembre  1883.  Mais 
on  eBp^rait  ramener  ainsi  la  proc^^dare  si  son  point  de  ddpart,  an^antir  tons 
lea  actes  poet^rieara  au  9  jnillet  1883,  et  livrer  Fabianl  d.  des  Jnges 
complaisants. 

Le  4  mars  1884,  le  Gonveruement  accordait  en  ontre  k  B.  Roncayolo,  ponr 
le  chemin  de  fer  de  la  Ceiba,  une  Bnbveiition  mensnelle  de  2,000  fr.,  qui, 
toute  niinime  qn'elle  fftt,  n*en  6tait  pas  motns  destin^e  k  montrer  oil  allaient 
les  sympathies  officielles.  Le  chemin  de  fer  avait  bien  6t6  c6d6  par  Ron- 
rayolo  six  semaines  anparavant,  mais  la  cesaioD,  rev^tne  cependant  de 
I'approbation  du  chef  de  r£tat,  s'^vanonissait,  car  Roncayolo  avait  tou- 
jonrs  ^t^  en  fait  le  propri^taire  de  la  ligne.  Seulement,  il  n'avait  pins 
rien  ii  craindre  de  Fabiani,  et,  par  nn  snbterfnge,  les  droits  de  Roncayolo 
ponvaient  ^tre  rend  us  illusoires,  s'il  le  fallait,  pour  contrecarrer  son 
adversaire. 

Fabiani  retonma  au  V^n^zn^la  en  mai  1884.  Le  tribunal  d'exception, 
qni  aurait  dd  statuer  ^'office  et  sans.d<^lai  sor  Tarr^t  de  oonflit,  ne  se 
r^unissait  point.  L^nfluence  de  M.  Blanco  demeurait  pr^pond^rante  et 
sa  haine  s'achamait  contre  Fabiani.  Tout  ^tait  perdu,  d'autant  plus  que, 
le  26  octobre  1885,  B.  Roncayolo  devait  cdder  h  nonveau  ses  droits  snr  la 
ligne  la  Ceiba  ponr  la  somme  de  298,600  fr,,  dont  178,600  d6jk  regus,  en 
sorte  qu'il  ne  reetait  plus  qne  120,000  fr.,  Juste  la  valeur  de  I'inscription 
hypothdcaire  incomplete,  prise  an  nom  de  Fabiani  le  16  juin  1883,  et  des 
terrains  qu'on  eiit  vendue  poor  rien  au  cours  d'oue  exproiiriation  forc^'c. 
Seule,  une  donation  d^guis^e,  on  toute  autre  machination,  pouvait  expliqncr 
Tabandon,  h  ce  prix,  d'une  ligne  de  50  kilometres,  qni  avait  €t6  constrnite 
ii  grand  frais  et  qni  devait  donner,  -pout  Texercice  de  1890  k  1891,  un  b^n^.- 
floe  net  de  pr^s  de  400,000  fr. 

Le  Gonvernenient  nppronva  ce  transfert,  bien  qu'il  fi\t  notoire  an  Vdnd- 
zu^la  qne  Fabiani  avait  dee  reclamations  tri>s  considdrables  h  faire  valoir 
contre  les  Roncayolo  et  qne  le  contrat  da  26  octobre  1895  d<^poni]l:U  sos 
ddbi  tears.  II  ne  fallait  pas,  poursuit  la  demande,  songer  h  intenter  une 
action  paulienne,  devant  les  tribunaox  de  FEtat  de  Trujillo,  au  fond  des 
Cordillieres,  puisque  apres  des  ann^es,  Fabiuni  n'avait  pa  obtenir,  k  Cara- 
oas  and  Maracaibo  Pex^cntion  de  Jugements  inattaquables.  Pins  tard,  B. 
Roncayolo  r<^nBsit  h  se  faire  octroyer  nne  autre  concession  de  chemin  de 
fer,  qni  a  represents,  pour  lui,  an  bSnSiice  annuel  do  225,000  fr.  en  1892 

La  demande  rappelle  encore  que,  le  21  novembre  1885,  la  France  et  V6n6.' 
znSla  signerent  une  convention  pour  la  reprise  des  nSgociatlons  diplo- 
matiqnes  et  qne  Fabiani  fut,  quelque  temps  apr^s  d^clar^  en  4tat  de 
faillite  an  VSn^zaeia^  pour  d^faut  de  paiemeut  imm<^iat  d'un  montaiit 
infi^rienr  au  tiers  des  sommes  induement  retenues  par  le  Governemeut 
ddfendenr.  File  cherche  k  prouver  que  la  convention  de  1885  est  inap- 
plicable an  diffdreud  Fabiani  et  conclut  }\  la  reparation  du  dommage 
causi^,  pour  faits  du  prince  et  d^nis  de  Justice,  pnr  les  autorit<^s  aduiini- 
stratives  et  Judicial  res  de  I'Etat  du  y^n^zneia,  dommage  dont  TEtat  est 
responsable,  et  qui  comprend : 

1^  La  reparation  du  tort  Sprouv^; 

20.  Le  gain  manqu6; 

^.  Les  intdrets  calculus  d^s  la  date  dea  actes  dommageables; 

4®.  Lm  int^rdts  composes; 
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5°.  Les  sacrifioes  faits  par  la  partie  }4»4e  pour  le  maintien  de  rod 
Industrie ; 

6^.  Le  pr<$jadice  resultant  des  d^pensee  faites  et  dn  temps  perda  pour 
arriver  h  rex^cutioii  des  sentences; 

7°.  Les  dommages  h  considdrer  comme  la  suite  n^cessaire  des  d^lits; 

8°.  Le  dommage  oaas^  par  ]a  privation  dn  travail  k  I'avenir; 

9".  La  reparation  du  prejudice  moral. 

L'^tat  des  reclamations  Fabiaaaest  sp^oifi^  comme  suit  dans  ledemande 
en  capital  et  int^rets  capitalists: 


3«, 


Etat  A.  Liquidation  des  senienoeB, 

Francs. 

Solde  cr^diteur  an  31  aoOt  1879,  r^duit  k 509,183. 70 

Iiitdrdts 630, 966.  Oi 

Annuit^s  to  tales  en  vertn  du  contrat  de  mariage  du  20 
avril  1867,  dn  24  avril  1877  k  pareille  date  de  1892,  la 
transaction  de  1878  ayant  liqnidd  la  situation  aut^- 

rieure,  en  capital 150,000.00 

Intj^rdts 96,70L00 

Perte  ^prouv^e  sur  la  vente  de  la  moiti^  des  marchandises 
qui  restaient  a  liquider  h  Marseille—paste  d(i,  d'apres 

la  transaction  du  31  Janvier  1878 24,296.72 

Int^rets 33, 92a  58 

Kecett€>s  dn  pilotage,  snivant  sentence  arbitrate: 

(a)  du  l«f  d««cembre  1877  an  30  novembre  1878 16, 000.  ( 0 

Intt^rcts 21,428.58 

(b)  du  1-'  d<^cembre  1878  an  30  novembre  1879 16, 000. 0C» 

Intdras 19,310.00 

(c)  du  le'  d^cembre  1879  an  30  novembre  1880 16, 000. 00 

Intf'r^ts 17,311.32 

(d)  du  V^  di^cembre  1880  an  30  novembre  1881 12, 500. 00 

Iut<^ras 12,051.38 

(e)  du  1-f  ddcembre  1881  an  15  juillet  1882 7, 812. 4.^ 

Intdrfits 6,98L23 

Indemnitd  pour  emploi  du  vapeur  Pauline,  solde  (abus  de 

con  fiance  B.  Roncajolo),  ann^e  1879 25, 000. 00 

liit.<r6ts 31,517.50 

Indemnity  pour  services  rend  us  par  les  vapenrs  de  Fabiani 

(abus  de  confiance  B.  Roncayolo),  annde  1879 45, 385. 00 

Int^rets 56,239.80 

Rdmun^ration  duo  pour  vapeur  Paulinff  ensuitedusanve- 
tage  dn  navire  anglais  Angel  (abus  de  confiance  B. 

Roncayolo),  annde  1879 47,653.32 

lut/rets 59,563.63 

Somnie  payi^e  pour  le  compte  de  B.  Roncayolo  et  comprise 
dans  le  montant  des  condamnations  p^cuniaired  pro- 
noncdes  par  le  tribunal  de  commerce  de  Marseille, 
mais  no  faisant  pas  double  emploi  avec  des  sommes dues 

en  vertue  de  la  transaction  de  1878— aun6e  1879 8, 363. 84, 

Int^r^ts 10,724.38 
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Franos. 
9^.  D^toamement  d'une  sommepAy^e  parl'Efeat,  poorTapenr 

Pa«2tii6  (voyage  demai  1879  &  La  Gaayra) 10.000.00 

Int^rets 12,176.38 

10<*.  D^toQrnemeat  crane  aomme  pay^e  par  FEtat  de  Znlia 

ponr  vapear  Pauline  (voyage  k  Core),  ann^e  1879 9, 100. 00 

Int^rtts 11,080.49 

ll*'.  Frais  du  vapeur  Pauline  einploy<$  k  la  repression  do  Tin- 
sarrectioD  de    Pio-Rebollo  (d^totimement  B.  Ronca- 

yolo),  aun^e  1880 28,000.00 

InWr^to 31,716.67 

12>.  Intdr^ts  1%  par  mois  dit  l«r  jui^et  1879  an  31  octobre 
1880,  per;us  sar  les  30,000  fr.  de  titres  d^toarD^s  par  B. 

Koncayolo  (p.  639  et  647  de  la  denaaode) 4, 800. 00 

Intorots 5,242.14 

13°.  Assurances  du  vapeur  Pauline  du  1*^^  Janvier  1880  an  15 

jnillet  1882,  pendant  )a spoliation 19,333.33 

Int^rets 19,238.45 

14«.  Produit  net  du  remorqnase  en  1880 100,000.00 

Int<5r^.ts 107,180.33 

IQ^.  Prodnit  net  du  remorquage  eu  1881 100, 000. 00 

Int^rets 94,453.13 

16°.  Produit  net  du  V^  anvierjau  15  juiUet  1882 64, 166. 51 

Int^rAts 48,403.73 

17'.  Senime  d^tonrn^  par  les  Roncayolo  pour  service  des 

vapours,  eu  1879 42,550.00 

Intents 38,023.10 

18 '<  Somine  a]Iou<'e  ponr  services  du  vapeur  Pauline  pendant 

insurrection  d'avril  ft  mai  1882 28, 000. 00 

Intorfts 25,485.07 

19°.  Soldo  restant  dA  snr  les  17,880  fr.  allon^  par  TEtat  pour 

le  vapeur  Pau /iik*,  ann^e  1880 9,780.00 

Int^^nts 10,084.94 

20».  Frais  j ndiciaires  Jnsqu'an  30 Juin  1882, rednlts  h  .T 100, 000. 00 

.   Int.rrts 89,712.96 

Total  de  TEta*  A 2,877,129.10 

D^uctions  h  faire  avee  int^r^ts,  et  comprenant,  entre  antres, 

niie  sonime  de  79,536  ft,  12  relative  an  poste  No.  1  ci-dessus.  204, 954. 96 

Montant  du  compte  des  sentences 2, 672, 174. 14 

Eta*  B.  Get  <5tat  forme,  plus  on  moins,  un  supplement  du  precedent;  il 

se  r^f^re  nussi  en  partie  k  des  decisions  judiciaires  non  connexes  avec  la 

sentence  arbitrale,  mais  demenrees  sans  effet  par  la  faute  des  pouvoirs 

publics  du  Venezuela. 

Francs. 
1*'.  Versenient  du  oapitaine  Santi  non  entr^  en  oaisse,  ann^e 

1878 8,000.00 

luterets 11,385.68 

2*'.  Montant  de  traites  fonrnies  de  Mi^racaibo  et  Caracas  sous 

la  signature  de  Fabiani  et  non  vers^  k  la  caisse  de 

Pagence,  ann^e  1878 90,701.64 

Interete 128,867.36 
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Fnme*. 

9".  D^boitra  d^tourn^s  par  B.  Roucayolo,  ann<^e  1879 31, 009. 24 

Int<Sr6t« 38,545.56 

4^^.X>6bit  persoQnel  de  B.  Roocayolo  envers  Tagenee  Fabiani, 

ann.^el879 24,985.80 

IntJ^r^ta 30,154.74 

5^  Deficit  de  caisae  imputable  k  A.  Roncayolo,  31  Janvier 

1879 : .  29,610.44 

Int^r^ta 39,198.47 

6^  Pr^l^vemeDta  avoa^fl  et  illicites  de  A.  Roncayolo  31  mars 

1880 35.136.44 

Int^rAU ^ 43,161.83 

7^  Sor  primes  pay^s  k  la  caisae  g^n^rale  des  families,  l"*  oc- 
tobre  1879  et  1««^  raai  1881,  de  4,000  fr.  I'uue,  pour  les 

risquea  resultant  des  voyagOR  de  Fabiani  au  V<^n6zn<^la.  8, 000. 00 

Int^rfite 9,038.28 

8o.  5  novembre  1880,  frais  de  s6joQr  k  Caracas,  avec  famille. .  11, 250. 00 

Int<?r^t8 12,267.78 

9°.  M6me  date,  frais  de  voyage  et  retotir  avec  famille 18, 000. 00 

Int^rfets 19,629.38 

lOo.  31  aoQt  1880,  frais  de  voyage  et  s^jonr  k  Caracas,  avec 

M.Tedeechi,enjametetaoatl880..... 4,800.00 

Intdrfits 5,339.63 

IK  7  novembre  1882,  frais  de  «^jour  k  Caracas  avec  famille 

pendant  14  mois 37,000.00 

Int<«T^t8 35,317.65 

12<>.  Frais  de  voyage  aller  et  retonr  avec  famille,  5  novembre 

1882 18,500.00 

Int6ret« 17,658.80 

13<>.  Credits  r^els  on  supposi^s  faits  induements  par  A.  Ron- 
cayolo et  dont  le  recouvrement  a  ^t^  impossible,  ann^ 

1880 120,000.00 

Int^rfits 139,657.79 

14®.  Staries  et  snfestaries  de  Maihieu-Orengaf  da  24  mai  an  15 

aoat  1880,  sur  166  tonnes  de  jange,  suivan t  tarif  l^gal .  12, 948. 00 

lut^rets 14,535.18 

15°.  Staries  et  snrestaries  da  CAar-Etienne,  318  tonnes,  da  24 

join  au  l*^"^  octobre  1880 29;  910. 00 

Int<Sr^ts 32,968.96 

16°.  Staries  et  snrestaries  des  Deux- Amis,  24  juillet  aa  9  oc* 

tobrel880,  1H6  tonnes 13,734.00 

'    Int^r^ts 15,105.91 

17°.  Staries  et  surestaries  des  Deux-Amis,  V^ avril  an  15  juillet 

1882,  186tonne8 18,786.00 

Int^r^ts 16,706.92 

18°.  Remise  k  A.  Roncayolo,  5  novembre  1880 4, 800. 00 

Int^rets 5,185.24 

19°.  Complement  do  frais  judiciaires  de  1883  k  1886 160, 000. 00 

Int^rfits 135,023.56 

20°.  Perte  des  capitaux  detenus  par  Roche  &  C'*:  ct  montant 

des  traites  d'imwigration  (assignations  23  mai  1877) . . .  347, 814. 32 

Int^r^ta,  y  compris  4ieax  du  poste  n°  21  ci-deasoos. . .  583, 716. 68 
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Fwnes. 
2i^.  Frais  jadiciaires.  etc.  (les  int^rdts  sont  portds  an  nam^ro 

pp^Ment) 28,000.00 

TotaldeFEtatB 2,386,451.18 

DMaofiions  consenties  (avec  int^rdts) 234^  304. 96 

Montant  dii  compte  5 2,152,146.22 

L'Etat  C  concerne  le  service  du  remorquage;  il  Be.  inonte, 

valearaaSOjuin  1893, ^  la  somine de l,916,9MLd5 

Le  retrait  da  service  dn  remorqnage  ^qaivaut  k  nne  d^n^gation  de  Jus- 
tice, paisque  le  Gouverncment  restituait,  par  rinterm^diaire  d'an  pr^te- 
Dom,  aiix  Roncayolo,  line  source  de  revenns  annnels  considerables  que  le 
Jngement  arbitral  avait  attribu^s  k  Fabiani.  Le  contrat  de  remorqn&ge 
dn  7  d^cembre  1874  avait  ^t^  concln  pour  nne  dnr^e  de  dis  ans;  le  non- 
renoavellement  dn  contrat,  en  1884,  ne  fut  qn'un  acte  de  repr^sailles  dirig^ 

par  les  ponvoirs  publics  oontre  Tadversaire  des  Roncayolo. 

Fraoos. 

!?*«♦  n       <Encapital 4, 200, 00i».  00 

*'^*'^^-*)Enint«?irets 3,544,369.13 

Lee  dommages  et  int^r^ts  compris  dans  cet  ^tat  correspondent  a^x  sacri- 
fices faits  pour  le  maintien  de  I'industrie  de  Fabiani  et  an  gain  dont  il  a 
6t6  frustr^.  Les  frais  g^n^raux  de  la  maison  de  Maracatbo  ^talent  de 
52,720  fr.  par  an,  soit  plus  de  350,000  fr.  pour  sept  ann^es.  A  cela  il  fant 
ajouter,  par  172,571  fr.  93,  les  frais  g^n^raux  de  la  maison  de  Marseille,  par 
102,660  fr.  18,  les  d^penses  personnelles  dn  manage  Fabiani,  par  589,425  fr. 
39,  le  compte  d'agios  et  int^r^ts,  plus  le  fr^t  de  plnsieurs  mllliers  de  tonnes 
perdu  par  suite  du  mauvais  vouloir  des  autorit^s,  soit  100,000  fr.  an  niini- 
miim,  le  d<^.ficit  de  100,000  fr.  sur  le  produit  de  la  vente  des  navires,  le 
maiptien  de  rindustrie  huili^re  exploit^e  par  Fabiani  (an  moins  100,000 
fr.),  et  d'autres  pertes  et  sacrifices  p^cnuiaires  repr^sentant  un  capital 
de  plus  d'un  million  et  demi  et  de  pr^s  de  2,800,000  fr.  avec  les  int^rdts 
calculus  d^  le  1^  Janvier  1883.  D'un  autre  cdt^,  Fabiani  aurait  pu,  dans 
dee  conditions  ordinaires,  r^aliser  un  benefice  net  de  200,000  fr.  par  an,  si 
sou  commerce  d'importation  n'avait  pas  6t6  arr6t6  par  Tacte  d^ictueuxdu 
7  d^cembre  1874  jusqu'&  la  transaction  de  1878  et  repris  ensnite  dans  dee 
circonstances   particuli^rement    diffloiles.     L'indnstrie   huili^re    autait 

rapport^,  en  outre,  pres  de  200,000  fr.  par  an. 

Fnno«. 

TP+-4  T?       5En  capital 5,500,000.00 

^tat  *'-••  ^Eniut^rets 2, 847,,995. 01 . 

Ce  poste  se  r^f^re  k  la  reparation  du  prejudice  rmmediat  et  direct,  cause 
depais  le  30  avril  1886,  epoque  k  laquelle  Fabiani  etait  pr^t  k  reduire 
amiablemdnt  ses  reclamations  aux  pertes  eprouvees,  en  eiiiUinant  tons  les 
dommages  et  interets  qui  derivaient  des  actes  de  M.  Blanco.  Celui-ci  refusa 
d'entrer  en  mati^re.  La  faillite  de  Fabiani  fut  dedaree  pour  non-paiement  ' 
d'une  somme  de  70,000  fr.  an  plus,  alors  qu'on  lui  devait  des  millions  an 
Venezuela,  et  les  jugee  de  Maracaibo  all^rent  meme  jusq*u'^  solliciter  les 
presidents  des  tribnnanx  de  premiere  instance  de  Paris  et  de  Marseille  de 
faire  pnblier  Pavis  de  faillite  dans  les  joumaux  les  plus  repandus  de  oea  ' 
deax.villes.    Oette  faillite  a  en  de  desastreiiHes  consequences  et  le  Gon^ 
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veroement  v^n^za^ien  est  regponsable  des  d^nis  de  Jnstioe  qui  Font 
d^termin^e. 

FrancA. 
Etat  F.  Fraifl  du  prooes  international 200, 000 

Danf}  cette  somme  sont  comptis,  entre  an  tree,  lea  ft>ais  dMnstallation  dc 
Fabiani  et  de  sa  famille,  h  Paris,  depnis  1886. 

A  ces  pr^jadices  commercianx  vient  s'ajonter  le  dommage  ^prouv6  dans 
Taftaire  du  chemin  de  fer  de  la  Ceiba ;  Tex^cntion  des  sentences anrait  permiM 
k  Fabiani  do  se  snbstitner,  dh»  1881,  h  ses  d^bitenrs,  en  exer^ant  tons  lenrs 
droits  et  actions  (concession  de  la  Ifgne,  exploitation  de  la  donane,  etc.). 
Cetto  entreprise,  qne  Fabiani  eAt  men^  ik  bien,  a  prodait,  dans  les  condi 
tions  les  pins  d^favorables,  nn  b^n^fice  net  snp^rienr  &  250,000  fr.  par  an; 
]c  revenu  net  a  6t6  de  389,164  fr.  87  pour  Pexeroice  1890  4  1891  et  il  doit  £tre 
aujonrd'bui  de  plus  d'nn  million.  Or  la  concession  6tait  accordee  ponr 
nue  p^riode  de  prfes  d^un  si^cle. 

La  par  tie  demanderesse  r^capitule  ses  ^tats  de  dommages  et  int^r^te  et 
arrive  anx  totaux  suivants,  valeur  an  30  jnin  1893 : 

Francit. 

l**.  Prejudices  commercianx 22, 944, 563. 17 

2o.  Affaire  de  la  Itgne  de  la  Ceiba 24,000,000.00 

Total  general 46,944,563.17 

III.  Dans  sa  defense,  le  Gouvemement  Y^n^zu^lien  relive  d'abord  le  fait 
que  Tobjet  du  litigeest  ''le  d^ni  de  justice  a,\Uga6  par  Fabiani,  pour  non- 
exdcution,  selon  lui,  de  la  sentence  arbitrate  rendu  eu  sa  favenr  h  Marseille, 
le  15  d^cembre  1880,  bomologn^e  par  le  tribunal  civil  de  prerai^.re  instnnee 
et  confirm^  par  la  conr  d'appel  d'Aix;  et  le  point  de  d<^part  ne  peut  ctre 
autre  quo  ]'.irr6t  par  lequel,  tk  la  date  dn  6  jnin  1882,  la  haute  conr  fi^d^rale 
du  y^n^zneia  ii  donn^  force  ex^outoire  dans  le  pays  k  la  sentence  de  in 
conr  d'appel  d^Aix." 

Or  la  sentence  arbitrate  d^cidait:  l^*,  que  Tentreprise  dn  remorqnage 
devait  ^tre  mise  sous  le  nom  de  Fabiani ;  2°,  qne  les  vapenrs  EclaiVf  Mara, 
ct  Pauline  et  tout  Ton  tillage  de  1  entreprise  du  i-emorqnage  apparte- 
naient  1^  Fabiani ;  3»,  qne,  pour  r^leraent  de  compte,  Andr6  Roncayolu 
restait  d^bitetir  de  Fabiani  de  la  somme  de  5.38,539  fr.  07  cent.  Les  faits 
ant^rieurs  i\  la  d^^cision  de  la  hante  conr  f^d<^rale  du  6  jnin  1882  ne 
rentreut  point  dans  I'objet  du  litige  actnel,  en  sorte  qne  tonte  la  question 
k  tranchcr  tient,  en  summe,  dans  ces  mots:  la  sentence  arbitrate  a-telle 
4t6  ex^cutde  conform^ment  anx  lois  v^n^zu^liennes,  et  la  suspension  du 
la  proc<^dure  d'ex^cntion  est^elle  imputable  anx  autorit^s  de  i'Etat  d^fen- 
denr,  on  k  Fabiani  f 

En  particulier,  Fabiani  a  tort  de  consid^rer  comme  un  d^ni  de  justice 
Farrdt  dn  11  novembre  1881,  ^man^  de  la  bante  cour  f^^rale.  La  juris- 
prudence fran^aise  elle-m^nie  reconnatt  que  Farbitre  volontAire  ^tant  on 
mandataire  et  non  un  magistrat,  cette  cin  onstatice  enl^ve  k  sa  sentence 
le  oaracti're  d'nn  jugement  proprement  dit.  Et  si  oet  arrdt  reposait  snr 
de  fausses  appreciations  jnridiques,  il  ne  faut  pas  oublier,  qn*k  la  date 
du  6  jnin  1882,  la  haute  cour  d^olara  les  sentences  fran^sises  ex^cntoires, 
lorsque  Fabiani  eut  depose  en  forme  authentiqne  la  decision  de  la  cour 
d'appel  d'Aix  (art.  558  C  proo.  civ.  ven^z.). 

Les  clauses  du  compromis  de  Caracas,  dn  7  aodt  1880,  qui,  en  prescriTant 
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rez^cution  immediate  et  sans  reconrs  possible  an  V^n<^zu<^la,  rendaient, 
d'apr^s  la  demande,  toate  comparntion  inutile  devant  la  liaute  coar  f^d^- 
rale,  sont  manifestement  contraires  anx  principes  giSnt^raux  da  droit,  car 
ancQii  Etat  ne  renonco,  en  favour  des  in:ititations  d'un  autre  Ktat  on  de 
conrentions  entre  parties,  aux  regies  ibndamon tales  de  sa  L^gislatiou. 
Uexequatur  doit  dtre  ordonn^,  d^s  lors,  suivant  la  procedure  Tixde  par  la 
loi  du  pays  dans  lequel  il  est  reqnis.  La  conr  avait  Tobligatiou  de  citer 
I'adversaire  de  Fabiani,  et,  s'il  Texigeait,  do  Tentendre. 

Quant  aux  d^nis  de  justice  rentrant  daus  les  termes  du  cuiiiphomis,  lis 
n'existeut  pas.  L'arr^t  du  6  juin  1882  a  ^t^  exJcutd ;  los  tribiinnux  vdn6- 
zu^liens  on t  accord^  tk  Fabiani  tout  ce  qu'il  a  rdclam(^;  s'il  y  a  en  des 
retards,  c*est  qn'il  s'en  produit  dans  toute  execution  entravde  par  un 
ddfeudour  qui  chercke  4  faire  valoir  ses  droits  on  a  gagner  du  temps,  efc 
que  Fabiani  les  a  provoqnds  lui-mAmf^,  solt  par  ded  r<5cu8ations  iutempes- 
ti ves,  solt  par  son  ignorance  des  lois  applicables  eu  Tesp:  ce ;  et  eufin,  la 
sentence  arbitrale  e  6t6  ex^cutde  en  conformity  du  droit  vdndzu<'lien,  jus- 
qa'aa  moment  ou  Fabiani  ddserta  la  procedure.  Effect  ivcment,  lo  6  jnillet 
1882,  le  jnge  Mendez  ordonne  Texdcution  5,  MaracaTbo,  sur  re(iu6te  de 
Fabiani.  Les  Roncayolo  forment  opposition,  mais  lis  soiit  ddboutds  des 
le  11  juillet,  et  le  magistrat  dispose:  "Ce  jour  dtunt  lo  quatrii  me  depuis 
que  I'ordonnance  d'exdcution  a  6t6  rendne  (art.  301  C.  proc.  civ.),  un 
mandenient  seraadressd  an  jugedn  mnuicipede  San-Rapbai'len  d(^signant 
les  immeubles  et  autres  objets  que  Roncayolo  p>re  et  HU  doivent  romettre 
JL  Fabiani  ....  pour  qu'il  le  mette  en  possession  des  dits  objets,  falsant 
nsago  de  la  force  en  cas  de  ndceesiti5.''  Le  12  juillet,  lo  tribunal  du  mnni- 
oipe  de  San-Kapbael  met  Fabiani  en  possession  des  vapeurs  Eclair^  Mara 
et  Pauline;  le  14  memo  mois,  Tentreprise  du  reniorqnagu  ]ta8se  entre  ses 
mains.  Si  le  jnge  de  premiere  instnuce  admit  I'appel  d'Andro  Roncayolo 
avec  efiet  seulement  d^volatif,  si  lo  jnge  snp^rieur  raccueillit,  Ini,  h  deux 
effets,  et  si  Texdcution  dcinenra  naturellement  suspendne  jnsqnau  juge- 
men!  sur  Tincident,  il  n'y  a  1^  rieu  d'illdgal.  Ce  sont  los  recusations  non 
motivdes  de  Fabiani  qui  ont  entraind  des  retards,  en  arr.  tan t  toute  la 
procedure  pendant  prt  s  d'uiie  ann<5e.  Apr^s  avoir  teutc,  par  truis  foiM,  de 
T^cuser  le  jnge  snpd rieu r,  il  r/cusait  encore  le  president  do  la  conr  supreme 
qui  venait  d'antoriser  son  appel  ii  Tdgard  de  la  sentence  prouoncde  sur  la- 
troisi^me  recusation. 

En  Bomme,  Fabiani  envisagea  qu'il  avait  tout  gain  h  interrompre  la^pro- 
cddure  et  il  n'exer^a  coutre  les  jnges  dont  il  tidtrit  apros  coup  les  actes 
prdtenduemeut  illdgaux  et  criminels,  aucun  des  reconrs  doun<^s  par  les 
lois  nationales.  Les  errenrs  qu'il  a  pa  commettre  n'engagent  pus  non  plus 
la  responsabilitd  de  I'Et-at  ddfendeur;  Tart.  2  du  Code  civil  v('ndzu61ien 
porte  que  'Tignorance  des  lois  ne  dispense  pas  de  Tobligutiou  de  les 
observer." 

Fabiani  affirme  bicn,  sans  preuves  sdrienses,  que  le  pouvoir  exdcutif 
fM^ral  intervenait  ubusivement  dans  la  procedure  d'exdcution.  Mais 
o'est  lui-m^me  qui  sollicita  Fintervention  du  Gouvernement,  eu  se  fondant 
sur  nne  iuterprdtation  erronde  du  sec.  17  de  I'art.  13  de  la  coustitution. 
La  sdparation  des  pouvoirs  existe  au  Vdndzudla  oomme  en  Suisse  et  ail- 
leurs.    Fabiani  a  dtd  mal  conseilld  ou  mal  Inspird. 

Le  10  jnillet  1883,  le  fondd  de  pouvoirs  de  Fabiani  s'adresse  de  non- 
▼eaa  ^  la  liante  eour  fdddrale  pour  qu'elle  enjoigne  an  jnge  d'executer 
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PuT^t  da  6  jain  1882;  le  8  d^cembre,  la  ooar  fait  droit  k  cm  conolasions. 
C'<5tait,  au  dire  de  Fabiani^  la  condamnation  da  syst^me  de  tergivcTsa- 
tions  iaaagar^  par  le  J  age  sap^riear;  s'il  ea  est  ainsi,  ii  devait  proc^der 
cootre  ce  dernier  en  application  de  I'art.  341  dn  Code  p^ual  y^n^zn^ieo, 
Boas  peine  de  perdre  son  recoars.  Les  strangers  ne  saaraient  se  rdclamer 
de  privileges  que  les nationaax  n'ont  point.  D'aillears,  le  19  Janvier  1884, 
le  tribnnal  de  Maracaibo  ordonne  Tex^^ontion  des  sentences  fran^aises; 
le  8  fcvrier,  ie  repr^sentant  de  Fabiani  reqaiert  Tembargo  sur  les  droits 
et  actions  de  Roncayolo  dans  la  doaane  et  le  chemin  de  fer  de  la  CeTba ;  le 
lendemain,  le  mandataire  d'Andr6  Roncayolo  forme  opposition,  eu  all^- 
giiaut  qno  la  haute  cour  f<6d6rale  n'6tait  pas  oomp^tente;  le  13  f<6vrier, 
le  tribunal  de  premiere  instance  ^carte  la  demande  de  Topposant;  le  23 
cependant,  sur  requdte  d'Andr^  Roncayolo,  la  cour  sapr6me  de  Jnstice  de 
PEtat  rend  son  arrSt  de  conflit,  et,  en  se  basant  snr  Tart.  50  C.  proc.  civ. 
v^n^z.,  le  tribnnal  suspend  Tdz^cntion. 

An  lieu  de  faire  trancher  le  conflit  de  competence  par  le  tribnnal 
extraordinaire  que  prdvoit  Tart.  16  de  la  loi  dii  16  mai  1882,  Fabiani 
abandonnala  procedure,  en  pr^textant  qn'il  chercherait  en  vain  h  obtenlr 
justice  aa  Ven^zneia.  Or  la  cour  supreme  de  I'Etat  Falcon  avait  unique- 
iiient  revendiqae  (cfr.  art.  89  de  la  Const,  v^n^z.)  rautonomie  judiciaire 
dun  des  Etats  confeder^s,  comme  elle  en  avait  le  droit;  tant  qne  la  qaes- 
tion  de  competence  n'etait  pas  resolue,  Fabiani  ne  ponvait  se  plaindre  d'nn 
d6ni  de  j ustice.  Et  11  avait,  au  surplus,  la  faculty  de  rechercher  le  tribunal 
eu  dommages  et  int^r^ts,  si  FarrSt  de  conflit  avait  6t6  injnstement  rendu 
(art.  57  C.  proc.  civ.  ven^z. ).  A  ce  moment,  en  effet,  il  n'avait  pas  d'action 
contre  Ic  Venezuela,  mais  centre  la  cour  supreme  de  I'Etat  Falcon.  II 
avait  k  suivre  la  voie  que  la  loi  trace  aux  strangers  comme  anx  nationaux; 
«t  il  lui  etaitinterdit  d'exiger  une  indemnity  de  la  nation,  avant  d'avoir 
epnise  les  recours  l^gaux. 

Rel.'itivement  au  service  du  remorquage,  le  Venezuela  pouvait  denoncer 
le  contrat  dn  7  decembn)  1874  pour  son  echeance;  ce  qu'il  a  fait,  en  dis- 
posaut  que  le  nouveau  contrat  n*entrerait  en  vigueur  qu'4  Texpiratiou  des 
dix  anuees  de  la  conce&sion  anterieure,  soit  d^s  le  8  decembre  1884.  L'Etat 
n*avait  pas  perdu  son  droit  souverain,  parce  que  Fabiani  avait  des  contes- 
tations judiciaires  au  Venezuela  avec  des  particuliers. 

L'h./potb^que  prise  sur  la  donane  de  CeTba,  meme  ei>  admettant  qne 
les  droits  des  Roncayolo — au  reste,  cedes  k  an  tiers — fnsseut  snsceptibles 
«rhypoth^que,  ne  pouvait  produire  d'eflets  legaux  avant  nn  Jugement 
rendu  snr  roppositiou  formee  par  le  gonvernement  de  la  s(  ction  de  Znlia. 
I/insrription  hypothecaire,  de  120,000  fi*.,  radiee  le  3  septembre  1887,  par 
les  syndics  defiuitifs  de  la  faillite  Fabiani,  n'entre  pins  en  ligne  de  compte, 
•d'autant  plus  qu'une  inscription  resultant  d'une  sentence  etrangere  ne 
«aurait  etre  la  consequence  immediate  de  celle-ci,  mais  seulement  de  I'exe- 
'quatur  accorde  par  les  tribunanx  nationaux.  Quant  an  contrat  du  21 
•octobre  1885,  Fabiani  devait  I'attaqner  an  moyen  de  Paction  pnnlienne, 
s'il  le  ienait  pour  franduleux ;  il  s'en  est  bien  garde,  et  il  orie  an  deni  de 
justice  avant  memo  d'avoir  saisi  les  antorites  judiciaires. 

En  outre,  la  convention  franco-venezueiienne  de  1885  n'est  nuUement 
eontraire  au  principe  de  la  non-riHroactivite  des  lois.  Conforme  k  tons 
egards  aux  lois  anterieures  (art.  10  de  la  Const.,  art.  5  du  decret  du  14 
fevrier  1873),  elle  ne  donne  ouverture  k  Paction  diplomatique  que  lorsqne 
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les  strangers  ont  <^pais^  lea  reconrs  l^ganx.  Le  mlnistre  de  France  h  Cara- 
caa,  d:iiiH  Ba  note  da  3  ao  it  1887,  a  recounn  ''que  les  roclnmatioim  (^levdes 
de  ce  chef  (fiour  dduis  de  ju6tic«0  reutreiit  dans  lea  pr^visiouH  de  Tart.  5 
de  la  convention  du  26  noveoibre  1885/'  Cet  acte  est,  de  pluH,  r^eerv^ 
dann  le  oomproniis  du  24  fovrier  1891,  et,  s'il  uVtait  pas  applieabie  ii  I'af- 
faire  Kabiani,  t4>ut-es  lesr^clumationsde  ce  dernier  Heraient,  aux  termesdu 
ddcret  du  14  fevrier  1873,  jiiHticiableti  de  la  haut43  cour  iedorule. 

Le  Oouveniemeut  di^reiid»nr  critique  eunuite  r<^tat  de  doinmagee  et 
intdr^ta  de  la  ]i  irtie  demanderesae.  La  plupart  des  indeiunit^rt  n^clam^es 
B(int  excluea  par  les  teruie^i  m.'mes  du  coniproniis.  Faliiani  u'est,  au 
denienrant,  oreaDcier,  que  des  Koncayolo.  La  fant'C  des  HUtoriU's  v^n6~ 
zuoli«^nn«-8  n'e^t  pas  luieux  (^tablie  que  la  responsabiiito  de  I'Ktat.  Toute 
la  dem  in<tf>  repose  snr  des  affiruiatious  de  t  a^biaui  qui  n'uutaueuue  vaieur, 
ni  en  fait  ul  t-n  droit. 

La  dcft-Bse  conclut  d  s  lors  h  ce  quMl  plaise  h  Tarbitre  de  d<^cider  que 
le  V^m^zui'la  uVst  pas  responsable  des  domuiages  que  Fabiaui  dit  avoir 
^prouvfs  ponr  donogatious  de  justice. 

IV.  Dans  sa  r^plique,  le  Gouverneiuent  demandeur  constate,  entre  antres, 
qn^il  ap|tartieut  ii  Tarbitre  de  di'ttTiuiner  souveraiuement  le  point  de 
depart  des  deni^i^atious  de  justice  jiretendues  par  i-abiaui,  le  coniproniis 
^tant  rodigo  en  tt-rines  tri  s  g^nc'ranx.  Le  d<^ni  de  juntice  est  iietteuient 
d^tini  h,  Tart.  288  du  C.  p^n.  vont>z.,  et  la  dotinitiou  en  est  tres  large. 

11  couvient  de  remarquer  encore  que  1  arret  du  11  noveuibre  1881,  qui  est 
en  contradiction  flagrante  avec  celui  du  6  juin  1882,  t^quivaut  k  une  d6n6- 
gation  de  justice  dont  les  cons<^quences  ont  6US  tres  graves;  les  motifs  de 
cet  arret  sont  inadmissibles.  II  y  a  en  violation  des  art.  5.56  a  558  C.  pn)C. 
civ.  ven(^z.  et  refus  d'exdcution  d'une  sentence  di^finitive  dans  le  sens  de  la 
convention  du  26  novembre  1885.  L'arbitre,  en  consultant  le  Diario  de 
la  haute  cour  fcd<^rale,  pourra  v<^riHer  meme  si  olle  a  tenu  du  12  au  31 
octobre  1881,  les  deux  audiences  prevues  par  la  loi  (art.  Ill,  ibid,  et  288  C. 
p^n.  v^n^z.). 

Tout  ce  que  dit  la  defense  au  snjet  de  Topposition  des  Roncayolo  et  des 
recusations  de  Fabiani,  est  sans  concluauce  au  vu  de  Tarr^t  de  la  haute 
cour  fcd^rale  du  8  d<^cenibre  1883,  qui  d(5clare  que  I'ex^cution  des  sen- 
tences franyaises  a  <^t(^  interrompue  par  des  reconrs  ill^gaux.  Gr^e  &  des 
retards  contraires  aux  lois,  Fabiani  n'a  pu  luettre  Tembargo  sur  les  droits 
et  actions  de  ses  d^biteurs.  II  a  fallu  des  annde8  pour  ue  pas  rendre  une 
ordonnance  d'ex<Scution,  qui  devait  ctre  prononc(^e  stance  tenante. 

II  uVtait  pas  possible  de  recliercber,  au  ]}realable,  en  re8ponsabiIit6  le 
juge  sup6rieur  de  Maraca'ibo  et  la  cour  Huprenie  de  I'Etat  de  Falcon, 
puisque,  depuis  pr.  s  de  quatre  am,  Fabiani  r<^claniait  vainemeut  I'exequa^ 
tur  d^un  jugenient  inattaquable. 

Suit  nn  ''etat  di'^Hnitif"  des  preuves  invoquoes. 

y.  Le  Gouvernoinent  d<^fendenr  insiste,  dans  sa  duplique,  snr  la  circon- 
stance  que  des  negociations  auxquelles  1«  comproniis  a  ilonn<^  lieu  et  de 
ses  termes  monies  11  r<^8ulte  que  cet  acte  se  T6{%re  exclusivement  aux  fails 
poslrrienrs  :i  Tarret  du  6  juiu  1882.  L'arret  du  11  novembre  1881  ^tait 
parfaitenient  correct,  puisque  Thomologation  de  la  sentence  arbitrale 
nVtait  pas  d<5iiuitiye,  le  7  juin  precedent,  date  du  d6p6t  de  la  requete  ^ 
fin  d'erer/Ma/iir. 

£n  oe  qui  concerne  le  conflit  de  competence,  ui  Fabiaui  lui-m6me,  ni  sa 
S.  Doc.  53;^,  59-1 11 
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partie  adverse  ne  sont  adress^  h  la  oonr  de  cassation  on  &  la  hante  conr 
f^d^rale,  ponr  provoquer  la  solution  du  conflit  et  lis  u'ont  pas  foatni  le 
papier  timbr^  n^cessaire  k  la  procMnre,  qui  a  6t6  abandouDf^e. 

La  dnplique  po8e  on  principe:  qu'il  u'y  a  pas  eu  de  d^ni  de  Justice,  pas 
plus  d^aprrs  les  lois  v^n<^zn^lieones  que  d'apr^s  Tart.  506^  C.  proc.  civ.  fr., 
on  les  luis  allemande  et  Suisse ;  que  TKtat  n'est  point  responsable  dee  actes 
de  ses  fonotionnaires  de  Tordre  jndiciaire,  si  cette  responsabilit^  n'est  for- 
melleinent  consacr^e  par  la  loi,  et  que  le  droit  v<^n(^zu^lien  ne  la  proclame 
pas,  tant  que  les  Strangers  l<^s(^s  n'ont  pas  port^  leurs  demandes  dMndem- 
nit^  devant  la  hante  cour  f^d(^rale;  que  rintervention  diplomatique  enfin 
est  inadmissible,  aussi  longtemps  que  les  recours  pr^vus  par  les  lois 
territoriales  n*ont  pas  6t6  ^puisi^s. 

VI.  Par  son  ordonnance  de  jpillet  1895, 1'arbitre  a  invito  le  Qonvemement 
demandeur  k  prodnire  divers  documents  et  renseignements  compl^men- 
taires,  et  prescrit  Taudition  de  difl'^^rents  t^^moins  invoqu(^s  en  demande. 
De  ces  t^^moins,  trois  seulement,  MM.  Plumacher,  R.  Seijas  et  F.  Osio  ont 
pu  6tre  entendus,  eu  priest* nee  des  parties,  par  les  soiiis  de  M.  le  reprt^Ken- 
tant  des  Etats-l'nis  d*Ani^riqne  a  Caracas;  il  a  falln  pns  d'nue  ann^e 
ponr  recneillir  ces  t^^moignages.  Des  quatre  autres  t<^moius,  Tun  est  d^cM^ 
an  cours  du  proc*  s,  deux  u'ont  pn  otre  atteints  et  le  quatri^me  a  refuse  de 
r^pondre  aux  questions  qui  lui  ^taient  poshes,  vn  sa  quality  d'ancien  Pr^i- 
dent  de  Tun  des  deux  Etats  en  cause. 

Dne  partie  des  documents  et  renseignements  compl^mentairesrequis  par 
Tordonnance  de  Juillet  1895  out  ^t^  iburnis.  II  n'a  pas  6X^.  pris  de  conclu- 
sions con  tre  Tauthenticit^^  des  pirces  produites  de  part  et  d'antre ;  Tarbitre 
appr^ciera  libremeut,  en  cons<^quence,  lenr  valeiir  probante  et  l<'nr  force 
obligatoire.  Les  difficulties  sonlev^es  par  Tappoi-t  monie  des  prenves 
litt^ralcs  ont  ^t6  <^cart<^es,  ainsi  que  cela  resort  des  d<^clurations  des  Gou- 
▼eruements  intdressc^s. 

YII.  La  procedure  a  6t6  declar^e  close  par  I'arbitre  le  21  octobre  1896. 

B.— £»  droit, 

I. 

II  importe,  en  tonte  premiere  ligne,  de  d^^term  ner  exactement  I'objet 
du  diffrrend  soumis  :\  Tarbitrage.  Aux  termes  du  compromis  dn  24  f^vrier 
1891,  la  qneMtion  litigieiise  est  de  savoir  si,  **d*apres  les  lois  du  V^n^'zn^la, 
les  principes  g<^n(^raux  du  dn»it  des  gens  et  la  convention  (du  26  novembre 
1885)  en  vigueur  entre  les  deux  pnissances  contractnntes,  le  Gonvemement 
Y^ndzudlien  CHt  responsable  des  dommagas  que  Fabiani  dit  avoir  ^pronv^s 
pour  d^n^gations  de  jiistioe.''  Ind^pendamment  meme  de  I'intention  des 
parties  manifentde  duraut  les  nc^gociatiuns  auxqnelles  a  donn^  lieu  la 
convention  franco-v6n6zu<5lienne  de  1885,  il  r^snlte  >\  F^vidence  dn  texte 
memedu  compromis  etde  Fensemble  des  faitsde  la  cause,  que  leGonverne- 
meut  d^feudeur  est  actionnd  uniquement  h  rnison  de  la  non-execution, 
pur  les  autorit^H  vdm^zu^^liennes,  du  Jugement  arbitral  rendu  h,  Mar- 
seille, en  date  du  15  d(^cembre  1880,  entre  Antoine  Fabiani,  d'lme  part, 
Benoit  et  Andr<e  Koncayolo,  d'antre  part.  L'Etat  demandeur  ^enilde  m^ine 
reconnaitre  que  la  denogation  de  justice  initiale  est  Tarret  dn  1 1  novembre 
1881  {H^pUqiie^  p.  2);  et,  coniuie  on  la  verra  plus  loin,  il  est  inutile  de 
rechercber  s'il  faut  cousiderer  plut6t  I'arretdu  11  novembre  1881  que  celui 
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du  6  join  1882,  comme  point  de  d<^part  des  responsabilit^s  ^ventnelles 
encouraes  datis  le  sens  du  conipromis. 

D'uu  autre  c6t<^,  la  siguification  du  mot  ''d^n^gation  de  jastice"  veut 
^tre  precis.^.  11  convient  d'entendre  par  Ik  toute  acte  qui  devra  6tre 
envi^ag^  comme  une  denogation  de  justice,  soit  d'apres  lea  lois  du  V6n^- 
zu^la,  soit  a'uprea  les  principes  g<fn6raux  du  droit  des  geus,  aoit  d'apres 
la  convfution  du  26  uovembre  1885,  le  compromis  n'exigeant  pas  la 
concordance  absolue  de  ces  trois  sources  juridiques  et  des  difft^rences 
essentiellesy  on  m^me  notables,  u'existant  d'aillenrs  pas  entre  elles  snr  la 
mati^re. 

La  legislation  v^n^^zuelieuiie  ne  fournit  pas  une  definition  directe  de  la 
d^nogation  du  justice.  Cepcudant  le  d^cret  da  14  f^vrier  1873,  snr  les 
droits  et  devoirs  des  Strangers,  dispose  k  cet  dgard,  dans  son  art.  5,  que 
les  etrangei-8  out  le  droit  de  reconrir  k  j'intervmtion  diplomatique 
"  lorsque,  ayaut  ^puisd  les  recoiirs  li^gaux  devant  les  tribniiauxcomp6teus, 
il  apparait  clairement  qu'il  y  a  eu  d^ui  de  j ustice  on  iujustlre  notoire.''  £t 
les  art.  282  et  288  du  C.  pen.  venez.,  du  27  avril  1873,  sont  ainsi  con^us: 
"Tout  juge  ex6cutenr  d'une  sentence  rendue  ex^cutoire,  qui  refasera 
ouvertement  de  raccomnlir,  sera  puuide  la  mdme  peine  edic-t^e  par  Tarticle 
precedent  (amende ou  detention),  Haus  prejudice  des  poursuites  auxqnelles 
il  y  aura  lieu  de  proctvler  de  co  fait  (282).  Les  magistrats)  d'un  tribunal 
agr^ge  et  autres  juges  qui  u'expedieront  pas  les  affaires  avec  la  c6ierite 
presciiie  par  les  lois,  qui  ne  dicterout  point  les  ordounancen  et  sentences 
dans  les  deiais  impartis  par  ces  mcmes  lois,  qui  prorogerout  ou  abr^geront 
induement  les  delais  aftiord^s  aux  parties,  ou  qui,  d'une  mani>re  quel- 
couque,  returderont  la  solutiou  des  proc«>s  civils  ou  criminels,  soront  punis 
de  la  suspension  de  reiiipioi  pendant  une  dur^e  de  uu  k  six  mois''(288). 

On  pent  pretondre  (|iie  le  d<;^ci'et  de  1873  ne  saurait  etre  invoqutS  duns  ce 
cas,  attuudu,  qu'eutre  la  France  et  le  VdnexutUa,  la  question  du  droit  k 
rinterveution  diplomatique  a  6t^  regl^.o  par  la  convention  prdcitee  de 
1885.  £n  veritr,  uii  acte  interuatiouul  a  6t6  siibstitiie,  sur  ce  point,  k  une 
loi  purement  nationale  (erf.  art.  10  de  la  (*on8t.  vi'n6z.  de  1881),  et,  bien 
que  le  compromis  roserve  Tapplication  des  lois  veuezueiiennes,  il  ne  vise 
que  celles  de  ces  lois  oppoaables  au  Gouvernement  demaudenr;  or,  celle 
de  1873  a  H6  modiHee,  pour  les  ressortissants  franvaiH,  dau9  sou  art.  5  du 
moins,  par  une  convention  posterieure,  obligatoiro  pour  les  deux  Etats 
signutaires  du  compromis 

S'il  eu  est  aiusi,  la  seule  definition  dont  11  est  possible  de  tenir  oompte, 
en  droit  venezueiien,  est  celle  des  art.  282  et  288  de  Code  penal  de  1873, 
qui  assimilent  a  une  dc negation  de  justice,  tout  faits,  d'une  autoriU^  judi- 
ctaire,  constituant  un  refus  d'exocution  d^ine  sentence  rendue  executoire, 
an  retard  illegal  dans  Texpcdition  des  affaires,  un  defaut  de  prononoer  les 
ordonnances  et  sentences  dans  les  deiais  fixes,  une  prorogation  ou  une 
reduction  indue  des  dolais  otablis  par  la  loi,  on  encore  tout  retard  quel- 
conque  apport4  a  la  solution  d'un  proccs.  Les  refus  d'execution,  Tinob- 
servation  de  drlais  peremptoires  et  les  retards  iliegaux  qui  peuvent  6tre 
Te])rocbe8  aux  jngcs  dans  Texercice  de  leurs  fonctions  sont  done  les  trois 
ordres  <le  faits  caractt'ristique  de  la  denegation  de  justice,  dans  la  legisla- 
tion du  Venezuela. 

La  convention  du  26  uovembre  1885  porte  ce  qui  suit,  en  son  art.  5 :  ''Afin 
d'eviter  k  I'aveuir  toat  ce  qui  pourrait  troubler  leurs  relaticns  amicales, 
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leshaates  parties  contractantes  coDvieanent :  qae  lears  repr^sentants  diplo- 
matiqaes  uMnterviendront  point  en  inatiere  de  reclamations  ou  deplaintea 
des  particuliersdana  les  affaires  qui  sout  de  la  competence  de  la  justice  civile 
ou  p^nale,  conform^ment  aux  lois  locales;  k  moins  cependant  quMl  no 
B*agisHe  de  di^ui  de  justice  ou  de  retard  dann  la  procedure  contraire  k  la 
coutume  ou  i\  la  loi,  ou  d'iuexdcution  d'un  arret  d^finitif,  ou  enfin  de  la 
violatlou  6\:ideote  des  traitos  on  des  regies  dii  droit  des  gens,  malgr^ 
raccoiiiplissement  de  toutes  les  formalit^s  l^gales/'  On  a  paru,  dans  la 
demande  tout  an  moins  cou tester  Tapplicabiliti')  de  la  dite  convention  an 
litige  actnel,  en  iuvoqnaut  le  principe  de  la  non-retroaciivitd  des  lois  et 
en  rappelant  que  Taffaire  Fabiani  remonte  a  une  pcriode  ant-erieure  k  h\ 
date  dn  26  novembre  1885.  Mais,  en  Tespecc,  ce  n'est  point  Fabiani  per- 
sonnellemeut  qui  est  partie  au  proems;  I'arbitrage  est  conclu  uon  pH8 
entre  Ini,  mais  entre  la  B^ubli(ine  Franvaiso  et  le  Venezuela.  L'Etat 
demandeur  est  lie  par  Facte  international  snsmentionne,  pour  toutes  les 
interventions  diplomatiqnes  k  veoir.  An  dennairanty  la  convention  est 
expressenieut  reconnue  applicable  k  la  prdseute  contestation  par  le  com- 
promis  du  24  fevrier  1891;  elle  fait  loi  entre  les  deux  pJiys. 

Une  deKnition  directe  du  d^ni  de  justice  n'est  point  donn^e  par  Tart.  5 
de  la  Convention  franco-venezueiienue;  le  texte  le  signale  senlement 
p.irnil  les  causes  d'uno  intervention  diplouiatitpie,  et  on  pourrait  ni^nie 
croire  qu*il  le  distingue  en  <iuel(iue  sorte  des  autres  causes  d'iuterveution — 
retards,  inexecntion  d'un  arret  detinitif,  etc. — on  qu'il  Ten  s^pare  nette- 
nient.  Muis,  sans  quMl  soit  besoin  d'examinei:  hi  les  parties  ont  employ^, 
dans  le  comproniis,  I'expression  de  "denegation  de  justice''  conime  equiva- 
lent exact  du  terme  de  deui  de  justice,  qui  est  g.-neralement  adopts  iiar  la 
1 'gislation,  la  jurisprudence  et  la  doctrine,  il  est  perniis  d'affirmer  que 
Tart.  5  ci-densus  assiuiile  pleinenient  an  dc'ni  de  jnstice,  quant  a  leurs  eU'ets, 
les  retards  ilL^gaux  de  procedure,  Tinexr^cntiou  d'arrets  dc-Hnitifs,  les  vio- 
lations flagrante^  du  droit  conimises  sotis  Tapparcnce  de  la  legality;  dans 
tons  ces  cas,  Tintervention  diplomatique  est  d^-claree  admissible,  pourvu 
qu'il  s'ngisse  d'aiiaires  rentrant  dans  'Ha  competence  de  Ifi  justice  civile 
ou  pen  ale."  •  La  condition,  posee  par  le  doc  ret  <le  1873,  de  IVpuisement  des 
ponrvoijs  Icgaux  devant  les  tribunanx,  n'est  pas  rappelee  dans  la  Conven- 
tion de  1885,  et  11  serai  t  excess!  f  de  dire  que  Tart.  5  in  fine  de  cet  acte  inter- 
national C  inalgre  I'accomplissement  de  toutes  les  fornialites  legales" )  se 
rapporte  aux  actions  en  responsabilite  dirig/es  centre  les  autorites  fnu- 
tives:  ces  ** fornialites  legalcs"  s'entendeut  de  celles  k  I'observation 
desquelles  est  subordonne  raccomplissement  de  I'ac-te  Judiciaire  qni  ]>eut 
avoir  determine  un  deni  de  justice,  ou  Tune  des  antrcs  causes  de  rint«T- 
vention  diplomatique;  elles  sent,  par  consequent,  autcrieures  au  dcui  de 
justice  lui-m^.uie. 

En  consultant  les  principes  generaux  du  droit  des  gens  sur  le  deni  de 
justice,  c'ost-j\-dire  les  regies  comm.mes  k  la  plnpart  des  legislations  ou 
enseignees  par  la  doctrine,  on  arrive  a  decider  que  le  deni  de  justice  com- 
prend  non  seulement  le  refns  d'nne  autorite  judiciaire  d'exercer  ses 
folic tious  et,  notumnient,  de  statuer  sur  les  requetes  (lui  lui  sont  sounnsi'S, 
mais  auHsi  les  retanls  olmtines  de  sa  part  a  prononcer  ses  sentences  (cfr. 
arrets  du  tribunal  federal  Suisse  des  11  jniu  1880  et  7  raai  1884,  d:ins  le 
Journal  des  TribunauXy  annee  1880,  p.  801,  etann'e  1884,  p  402;  Code  de 
proc.  civ.  frauyais,  art.  506  et  507;  Garsonnet,  Traits  iheurique  et  pratique 
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defyrodduref  vol.  I,  p.  225  et  229;  Hao,  Commentaire  iheorique  et  pratique  du 
Code  civil,  vol.  I,  n°  180;  Holtzendoiif,  Rechtslexikanf  article  "Rechtsver- 
weigerung;"  Wetzell,  System  dee  ordenUicken  Civilproceeses,  5™®  6i\.,  p.  815 
et  463;  Laband,  Dae  Staatereckt  dee  DeuUchen  Reiche,  vol.  II,  n^'  242  et  243; 
Holtzendorify  Handbuck  dee  VblkerrechtSy  vol.  II,  p.  74  et  note  5  p.  75). 

En  r6alit^,  lea  puissances  compromettantes  semblent  avoir  vonlu  attri- 
baer  anx  mots  ''d^m^.gations  de  jastice ''  iear  signiHcatioD  Li  plus  dtendne 
{fketitia  denegata  vel  protracta)  et  y  faire  rentrer  tons  lea  actes  d'antorit^ 
jndioiaires  impliqnant  un  refns  direct  on  doguisd  de  rendre  la  justice.  Au 
lieu  de  reprodoire  textaellement  les  termea  de  la  Convention  de  1885,  elles 
ont  cboisi  ane  formiile  g^ut^rale  embrassant,  dans  les  lamites  de  ladite 
Convention,  les  griets  jndiciaires  de  Fabiani  centre  le  Vdn^zui^la,  griefs 
qniyS'ils  sent  fond^s,  ont,  en  partie  du  moins,  la  portde  de  d^nis  de  jnstice, 
tant  d'apr^s  Tart.  5  de  cet  aote  iuternational,  que  d'apr^s  les  lois  v^n^zn^- 
liennes  et  le  droit  des  |>;en8.  Ce  sent,  effectivement,  les  reclamations  de 
Fabiani,  oommuniqudes  h  son  gou  vornement,  qui  devaient  inspirer  la  redac- 
tion dn  compromis;  et  la  mission  de  Tarbitre  consiste  pr^cisdment  & 
decider  si  le  V^ni^zu^^la  est  ^*  responsable  des  dommages  que  Fabiani  dit 
avoir  <^pronves  pour  d(^n<^gationB  de  justice." 

II  n'est  pas  douteux,  qu'li  I'^poque  o^  le  compromis  a  4it^  sign^,  les  recla- 
mations de  Fabiani  reposaient,  eutre  autres,  4  la  fois  sur  des  ddnis  de  Jus- 
tice eenau  sIrictOj  et  snr  d'autres  faits,  tels  que  les  ddnis  de  justice  eeheu 
lato  indiqu<^8  dans  la  Convention  de  1885.  Et  TEtat  det'endenr,  apr^s  avoir 
cite  une  note  dii  3  aoOt  1887,  oh  la  legation  fran^aise  k  Caracas,  rdduisant 
les  pretentions  de  Fabiani  h  "  ce  qu*elles  coinportent  en  droit/'  tout  en 
rdservant  *'  le  surplus,''  et  in  voqnant  k  I'appui  de  sa  demaude  en  dommages 
et  interdts  le  *'  refus  d  execution  des  sentences,"  ainsi  que  le  d^fant  ''d'ex- 
ecution  des  sentences  en  temps  utile,"  —  I'Etat  ddfendenr  ajoute  ceci : 
'*  Le  Gonvememeut  du  Vdndzueia  trou va  sans  fondement  les  pretentions  de 
Fabiani  ^  r^clamer  uue  reparation,  parce  qn'il  n'y  avait  pas  en  ddni  de 
justice,  ni  lieu  de  recourir  h  Tiutervention  diplomatique"  (Defense,  p.  3). 
Ainsi,  Tobjet  du  diff^'^rend  et  ses  origines  sent  reconnus  des  parties;  c'est 
pour  refus  d'execution  du  jugement  arbitral  du  15  ddoembre  1880  que 
Fabiani  possMait  contre  deux  debiteurs  domieilies  an  Venezndla,  on  pour 
defaut  d'expcution  par  suite  de  I'admisaion'de  moyens  iliegaux,  qne  la 
France  a  itris  en  mains  les  intdrAts  de  son  national.  Le  Gonvernement 
venezueiien  conteste  le  droit  de  son  adversaire  de  I'actioimer  en  responsa- 
bilite,  non  point  parce  qu'il  n'envisagerait  pas  les  faits  judiciai res  aliegnds 
par  Fabiani,  s'ils  etaient ■  vrais,' comme  emportant  des  d^nis  de  justice, 
mais  parce  qu'il  voit  I'absence  de  ddnis  de  justice  dans  I'inexactitude  de 
ces  faits  ou  dans  la  desertion  de  la  procedure  avant  i'epuisement  des 
recours  legaux.  Les  parties,  en  s'appuyant,  dans  ie  traite  d'arbitrage,  sur 
la  Convention  de  1885,  ont,  quoiqu'elles  ne  parlassent  an  oompromts  que 
de  '^denegatious  de  justice,"  consider^  que  I'arbitre  pouvait  retenir  comme 
des  elements  du  proems  les  faits  rentraut  dans  le  cadre  de  la  convention 
prerappt-iee  et  coustitntifs  de  denis  de  justice  en  droit  venezueiieu  comme 
d'apr  R  le  droit  des  ctaus:  de  I'avis  merae  des  interesses,  des  lors,  et  confsr- 
m.^ment  aux  textes  applicables,  les  denegations  de  justice,  dans  le  sens  dn 
compromis,  s*entendent  de  tons  refus  directs  ou  ddguises  de  jnger,  de  tons 
retards  de  procedure  iliegaux  et  de  toiites  inexecntions  d'arrets  definitifs, 
moyennant  que  ces  faits  concernent  des  affaires  de  la  justice  civile  oup4nale, 
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soient  impntables  k  des  autorit^  judidaires  da  Y^n^zu^la  et  se  soient 
prodaits  ''malgr^  raccomplissement  de  toates  lea  formalit^s  l<5gales''  par 
la  parti e  l^s^e. 

£n  revanchei  le  V^ndza^Ia  n'encoart  aiicnne  responsabilit^,  selon  ]e 
compromia,  h  raisou  de  fait«  etrangere  aaz  antorit(^s  judicialres  de  TEtiit 
d<Sfendear.  Les  reclamations  que  le  deiuande  fonde  sar  des  'Maits  dn 
priDce/'  qai  sont.  soit  dea  changcineDts  de  lo^islatiou,  Boit  dee  acteH  arbi- 
trairea  da  poavoir  exdcntif^  sont  abHolumeut  sons  traites  i\  la  df^cisiotf  de 
Parbitre,  qai  ^limine  de  la  proc<^dare  tons  les  all^gii(^s  et  inoyens  de  preuvc 
y  relatifS;  eu  tant  qn'il  ne  pourrait  pas  les  retenir  en  vne  dVtablir  d'aotres 
faits  conclnants  et  connexes  relatifs  anx  d<fn/gations  de  jastice. 

II.  Ce  sont  bieu  les  d6n<^gatious  de  jastice,  comiuises  au  cours  de  la  pro- 
o^dore  d'ex^cntton  de  la  sentence  arliitrale  <lu  15  decembre  1880,  et  Tap- 
prdclation  (Sventuelle  de  lears  consequences  p^cuniaireM,  qui  forment 
Fobjet  du  litige  actuel.  II  est  cependant  nt^cessaire  de  relever  encore  one 
objection  de  la  demande. 

La  situation  jadiciaire  de  Fabiaui  aa  Venezuela  fut  liqnidce,  d'abord, 
par  la  transaction  da  31  Janvier  1878.  Apres  une  serie  d*incidents 
Fabiaui  renongait  au  b^neiice  de  cet  acte  etsignait  le  couipromis  qni  a 
donne  naissance  a  la  sentence  arbitrate  du  15  d^cenibre  1880.  La  partie 
demauderesse  a  expose  qu'elle  avait  adb^re  ^  ce  coniprouiis  sons  Tenipire 
d'une  force  majeure  et  qn'il  ne  coavrait  pas  les  de.negations  de  jastice 
anterieures.  Maiselle  reconnait  sans  detour  {dmnande,  p.  142  et  s.)  que 
Fabiani,  qui  aurait  pa  faire  canser  le  comproniis  par  les  tribunaux  fran^ais, 
prefera  reserver  ravenir  de  sou  commerce  au  Venezuela  en  epuisant  tons 
les  moyens  de  conciliation ;  Fabiaui  se  contentait  ainsi  de  IVtat  de  cboses 
cree  par  Tacceptation  de  la  juridiction  arbitrate,  et  d'ailleurs,  depuis  ce 
moment, ses  efforts  juiiiciaites  au  Venezuela  tendirent  uniqaement  k  I'exe- 
cntion  du  jagement  du  15  decembre  1880.  Le  motif  tire  de  la  vis  major, 
qui  aurait  aftecte  le  compiomis  de  1880  et  qui  reculeraitle  point  de  depart 
des  deui^gattons  de  justice  comprises  dans  la  presente  instance,  ne  saurait 
done  etre  pris  en  connideration.  Des  dencgations  de  justice,  en  vertu 
desquelles  il  serait  possible  de  recbercbcr  le  Venezuela  en  responsabiJte 
devant  Tarbitre,  n'ont  pu  se  produire  avant  rintroduction  de  la  procedure 
d'execution  de  la  sentence  du  15  decembre  1880,  soit  avant  le  7  join  1881, 
date  de  la  demande  d'exequatur  fonuee  aupr6s  de  la  haute  cour  fedt  rale. 

AuSHi  Farbitre  n'a-t-il  pas  admis  si  la  preuve,  outre  les  **  faits  dn  prince,'' 
tons  les  faits  etrangers  h  Tinexecution  et  aax  effets  de  Tinexecation  de  la 
sentence  prerappeieef 

III.  La  procedure  d'execution,  introduite  par  Fabiaui  au  Venezuela, ' 
remonte  anx  premiers  jours  du  mois  de  juin  1881;  interrompue  k  plusienrs 
reprises  par  des  incidents  divers,  elle  fut  definitivement  suspendne  par 
I'arret  de  conflit  du  23  fevrier  1884  et  Tinactiou  du  tribunal  extraordinaire 
charge  par  la  loi  de  trancber  la  question  de  competence  que  sou  leva  la 
cour  snprr^me  de  I'Etat  de  Falcon,  en  sorte,  qu':\  cette  heure,  la  sentence 
arbitrale  du  15  decembre  1880  n'est  point  exc'cntee.  Les  denegations  de 
justice,  dont  Fabiaui  pent  avoir  eto  victime,  out,  en  consecjuence,  Ad  se 
produire  depnis  le  commencement  do  juin  1881  jusque  dans  les  preniie^rs 
mois  de  I'annee  1884. 

C'est  par  une  requete  k  fin  d'exeqtiatur  des  3  et  7  juin  1881  que  Fabiaui 
accomplit  le  premier  aote  de  sa  procedure;  oelle-ci  n'etait,  suivant  la 
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demande  (p.  165),  qu'nne  ''  simple  formality."  ABSur^ment,  le  oompromis 
du  1880  atipulait  que  la  sentence  qui  serai t  rendne  par  lea  arbitres  devien- 
drait  imm^diatemeut  ez^cutoire  au  V^n^zu^la,  sans  qa'on  pAt  admettre 
centre  eile  aacun  recoars.  Mais  les  conventions  des  parties  ne  pen  vent 
ddroger  k  des  regies  d'ordre  public,  oomme  le  sent  celles  relatives  d. 
I'exi^ontion  de  jugemeuts  strangers;  cette  mati^re  se  rattaclie  h  la  SQUve- 
raiuett^,  et  les  principes  qui  la  regissent  soiit  dn  droit  le  plus  strict  (cfr. 
Calvo,  Le  droit  international  theorique  et  pratiquej  5">"  ^d.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  366). 
A  d  autres  ^gards.  oe  scut  les  lois  territoriales  qui  dt^teriniuent  exclusive- 
nient  les  foruialites  et  conditions  n^cessaires  pour  obtenir  Vexequatur,  Ces 
formality  et  oonditious  se  trouvaient  fixc^es,  en  I'esp^ce,  par  les  art.  557 
et  558  C.  proc.  civ.  v^n^^z.,  et  en  particulier,  par  Tart.  558,  ainsi  con^u: 
"Pour  qne  la  sentence  soit  d^clar^e  ex6cutoire,  11  fant  oiter  le  dixienie 
jour  l/i  personno  centre  laqnelle  la  sentence  a  6t6  prononc^e,  et  que  les 
parties  soieut  admises  k  discuter  verbalement,  en  audience  pnbliqne,  ce 
qu'elles  croient  convenable  pour  la  defense  de  lenrs  droits.  La  partie  qui 
introduit  Taffuire  doit  prt^senter  la  sentence  en  forme authentique."  C'est 
ii  tort  que  la  demande  critique  la  procedure  snivie  par  la  haute  cour 
f^d^rale,  k  laquelle  s'^^tait  adress<$  Fabiani  et  qui  a,  de  par  I'art.  556  C.proc. 
civ.  v^n^z.,  "fouction  de  donner  force  execute  ire  an  s  sentences  reiidues 
par  des  antoritcs  ^trang^res ;"  la  haute  cour  avalt  Tobligation  de  citer  et 
d'eutendre  les adversalres  de  Fabiani,  nouobstant  les  termes  dn  compromis 
de  1880,  et,  ce  faisant,  ellenes'est  point  rendue  conpable  d'une  d^u^gation 
de  Justice. 

II  n*est  pas  possible  non  plus  de  voir  uu  ddni  de  j  nstice  dans  la  decision  sur 
incident,  du  27  septembre  1881,  car  le  fond  de  la  contestation  n'^tait  pas 
abord^  et  il  n^y  a  pas  de  coufradiction  insoluble  entro  elle  et  Parrdt  du  11 
Dovembre,  ni  dans  la  oirconstance  que  la  hante  cour  n'a  pas  si^g^,  du  14 
octobre  1881,  jonr  de  la  clOtnie  des  debate,  juaqu'au  31  m^me  luois,  Tart. 
Ill  C.  proc.  civ.  v^n^.z.  ne  prescrivant  anx  juges  de  rendre  leurs  sentences 
dans  les  deux  Jours  k  compter  de  celui  ou  '^sont  terminus  les  exposes  des 
parties,"  qne  ''sous  reserve  de  dispositions  sp6ciale8,"  auxquelles  il  a 
fallu  recourir  {Annexe  /,  de  la  defense,  p.  20  et  s.). 

L'arret  da  11  novembre  1881  ne  constitiie  pas  davantage  un  d<^ni  de  jus- 
tice, un  refus  ddguis^  de  statuer.  Fab:  an  i  s'ad»essait  k  la  haute  conr 
f^d^rale,  pour  qu'elle  d6clardt  «^x6cutoire  au  V^n^zu<^la  I'ordonnance  du 
president  du  tribnnal  de  premiere  instance  de  Marseille,  du  21  d^oembre 
1880,  mise  au  pied  de  la  sentence  arbitrale  du  15  mdnie  mois.  Benolt  et 
Andr^  Roncayolo  contestaieut  la  competence  de  la  conr  et  la  valeur  Jnri- 
dique  de  Tordonnance  da'juge  franyais.  An  moment  mdme  oil  la  proce- 
dure d'ex^cntion  fut  introduite  par  Fabiani,  oelai  ci  ne  poss^^dait,  ni  ne 
pouvait  pos84^der,  une  copie  autbentique  da  Jngemeut  d^finitif  dont  il 
requ^rait  rex^cntion,  puisque  Tordonnanoe  du  21  d^cembre  1880,  port^, 
par  voie  d'opposition  devant  le  tribunal  de  premiere  instance  de  Mar- 
Mei lie  puis  confirmde  le  l*"*"  avril  1881,  mais  d^f^ree  anssitdt  apres  a  Fin- 
stance  sup^rieure,  ne  devenait  definitive  que  par  Turret  de  la  oourd'appel 
d'Aix  da  25  Juiilet  de  cette  demi^re  ann^e. 

Anssi  longtempH  qne  la  question  de  la  validity  de  I'ordonnance  d'execn- 
tion  du  21  d^cembre  1880  restait  en  snspens,  la  hante  cour  f^d^rale 
nV^tait  pas  tenne  d'accorder  Vexeqvatur  requis.  II  est  vrai,  qu'en  ''termi- 
nant  see  plaidoiries/'  Tavocat  de  Fabiani  a  produit  une  expedition  de 
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Farrdt  reDdo  par  la  cour  d'Aix  {Annex  L,  do  la  ddfensei  p.  18, 27, 32) ;  mais 
leGouvernementdemandear  n'a  mis  sous  lea  yeux  de  Tarbitre  auoan  texte 
l^gal  qui  pat  faire  consid^rer  c«  complement  da  dosnier  comme  n'^tant 
pas  tardif,  et  Fabiani  lui-m^me  ne  paralt  pas  y  avoir  attach^  d'impor- 
tauce;  effectivement,  le  12  novembre  1881, 11  xiriait  la  haute  conr  fdd^THle 
de  "doDiier  execution  4  Tarr^t  de  la  coar  d'appel  d'Aix'^  da  25  juillet, 
apr>8  avoir  6t6  d6hont6,  comme  il  le  rappelle,  des  tins  de  sa  requite  tendant 
h,  obtenir  Vexequattir  de  la  st^ntence  arbitrale  d<^clar.'e  ex^ontoire  par  I'or- 
doniiauce  da  21  d^cembre  1880.  Si  I'arrdt  d'Aix  rcntrait  dans  Tobj^t  de  la 
decision  de  la  haate  coar  f^d^rale,  da  11  novembre  1881,  la  nouvelle 
requite  du  lendemain  aurait  dft  dtre  forc^ment  <^cart<^e,  attenda  qa'il  y 
aarait  en  res  judicata  sur  ce  point  comme  snr  les  antres;  s'il  n'y  rentrait 
pas,  la  haate  cour  n'avait  point,  le  11  novembre  1881,  ^obligation  d'ac- 
corder  V exequatur  i\  ane  sentence  qui  n'avait  pas  encore  la  valear  d*an 
jagement  stranger  pass^  en  force  de  chose  jug(^e.  Partant,  11  est  snperfla 
de  discuter  le  m(^rite  dee  motifs  invoqu^s  h  Fappni  de  Tarret  pr^eit^  de  la 
haate  coar  fed^rale,  par  la  majority  des  membrea  de  celle-ci.  11  ne 
poavait,  an  reste,  y  avoir  de  dt^n^gation  de  justice  dans  le  cae  particulier, 
ap^cialement  en  v«rtu  de  la  Convention  franco-v^n^zudlienne  de  1885, 
qu'autaut  que  toutes  lea  formaiitt'^s  l^gales — soit,  notamment,  le  d6pdt 
r^^guHer  d^une  sentence  arbitrale  muuie  d'nne  ordounance  d'ex<^cntion  uon 
frapp^e  de  recours— anraient  H6  pr<^alablement  accompliea  par  Fabiani; 
ce  qui  n'a  pas  eu  lien,  ainsi  qne  les  actes  uitt'rieara  de  la  procedure  per- 
mettent  de  la  constater. 

II  n'eat  paa  indiapenaable  de  rechercber  si  I'arrt^t  de  la  Haute  Cour  f6de- 
rale,  du  6  Juin  1882,  qui  decr^ta  rex<^cution  de  Tarrot  de  la  cour  d'appel 
d'Aix  du  25  juillet  1881,  k  6t6  rendu  dans  un  aena  favorable  h  Fabiani, 
parce  qn'on  redontait,  au  Venezuela,  que  la  qaeation  Internationale  neftit 
poa^e.  Cette  d^ciaion  i/implique  ^vidt^nmient  ancune  d^n^gation  de  jus- 
tice; mais  11  convient  d'examine  ai  aes  eil'eta  n'ont  paa  6t6  compromia  d'une 
mani^re  illicite  par  lea  antoriiea  jndiciairea  de  I'Etat  d^fendeur. 

Certaina  fuita  expos^aen  demande  (p.  285  et  a.)  laiaaent  auppoaer  qae 
Tarret  du  juin  1882  n'aurait  donu^  qu'en  apparence  gain  de  cause  k  Fabiani 
et  qu'on  se  r^aervait  de  rendre  illuaoire,  k  Maracaibo,  oh  elle  devait  etre 
ex^outde,  la  d^ciaion*  de  la  haute  cour  fM^rale.  Mala  cea  faita,  que 
devaieut  prouver  lea  declarations  de  MM.  Palacoia  et  Kojas  Paiil,  ne  aont 
paa  etablis,  I'un  dea  temoina  ayant  refua6  de  r^pondre  et  I'autre  n'ayant 
pa  etre  atteint. 

Quoi  qu'il  en  soit,  la  a^rie  des  den^gations  de  justice  commence  presqne 
d^B  I'instant  oil  Fabiani  tent^i  d'obteiiir,  k  Maracaibo,  rexdcution  de  la 
sentence  arbitrale  ponrvne  desormais  d*une  ordonnance  d^exequatuj-  en  due 
forme;  il  sled  de  rt^marqner,  avant  tout,  qne  la  d^fenae  n'a  paa  mome 
all^gue  quo  Fabiani  n'ent  point  satisfait  a  toutes  les  '^formalitds  legates '' 
pr^vnea  par  la  Convention  de  lSf*i>,  pour  arriver  k  rexecution  de  sea  aen- 
tencea  de  la  part  des  autoritt^s  jmiiciaires  auxquelles  il  s'est  adres-se,  et  qne 
oelles-ci  n'en  out  pas  sitrnale  1  iusuffiHance  ou  I'abHence. 

L'existence  de  doneg;:tions  de  justice,  k  compter  de  cette  ^poque,  r^snlte, 
entie  autres,  de  I'arret  de  la  haute  cour  fddcrale,  du  8  d^cembre  1^^, 
reconuaisHant  que  rexecution  a  H6  arret^e  p;ir  '*radmisaion  de  recours 
iliegaux''  {Annexe  11,  de  la  dolense,  p.  187).  II  est  clair  que  TincideDt 
Bouleve  k  Maracaibo  par  la  partie  adverse  de  Fabiani,  ^  savoir  que  le  joge- 
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ment  h  ex^cuter  n'^tait  paB  la  Bentence  arbitrale  mais  bien  Tarr^t  de  la 
cour  d'appel  d'Aix,  '^^tait  certaiuenient  absnrde,"  oomine  le  dit  la  <l^<en8e 
{DupUque,  p.  34);  Taatorit^  judiciaire  cli.-irg^e  de  rexdcution  aiirait  dU 
.  passer  outre.  Mais  si  Andr^.  Roucayalo  eat  d«'boiit(^  de  son  opposilitm,  si 
le  Tribunal  de  premiere'instaDce  aa  civil  de  MaracaTbo  refnsede  se  r^cnser, 
le  mf-rae  tribunal  n'en  accaeille  pas  moins,  avec  etfet  siuiplenieut  d^vointif 
d'abord,  I'appel  ioterjet^  contre  ses  decisions,  pour  le  recevoir  ^  doable 
effeti  Biir  I'ordre  dii  jiige  siipdrienr. 

Or,  Topposition  et  le  poiirvoi  de  Roncayolo  devaient  dtre  dearths  sans 
ezamen.  aiutd  que  la  haute  cour  f<^d<^i'ale  I'a  proclam^  dans  son  tirrpt  du 
8*D^cembre  1883.  £n  permettent  aux  adversaires  de  Fabiani  d'entraver 
sans  droit  Fexc^cution  des  sentences  franv'aises,  les  an  toritt^s  Judicial  res  du 
Vdn^zn^la  out  comniis  i\  I'encontre  de  ce  dernier  des  d^^n^^utiuns  de  juHtice, 
coDsacrdes  essentiellement  par  Fad  mission  de  I'appel  des  Roncayolo  avec 
etfet  suspensif ;  il  y  a  eu  refus  di^guis^  de  stateur.  £t  cette  o|>inion  est 
fortitic^e  encore  par  le  fait  de  la  demission  du  Juge  Mendez ;  il  est  an  moins 
vraisemblablo  que  ce  magistrate  qui  avait  ordonn6  les  premieres  mesnres 
d'exccution,  se  sera  d^mis  de  ses  fonctions  pour  sortir  d'une  situation 
fauBse  dans  laquelle  il  ne  voalait  pas  aasumer  plus  longtemps  uue  part  de 
responsibility. 

Le  ddfendeur  reproche  vivement  k  Fabiani  d'avoir  oaus^  lui-m/^me  de 
graves  retards,  h  raison  des  deniandes  de  r(^cu8:ition  qn'il  a  prt^BenK-es 
contre  le  juge  suprrieur.  Abstraction  faite  dn  bien  fondd  de  Tune  an 
nioins  des  causes  de  r^^cusation  {Annexe  If,  de  la  defense,  p.  61  et  s. ;  cfr. 
art. 59,  $  18,  et  art.  60  C.  proc.  civ.  v^n<^z.),  et  tin  d^sir  tout  nature!  que 
devait  ^prouver  Fabiani  de  ne  pas  accepter  la  justice  cFnn  nuigistrat  qui, 
tout  en  se  rendant  Tauteur  d'illc'galitrs  manifostes,  s^obstinnit  n  exercer 
son  mandat,  il  sufiit  de  rnppeler  que  tonte  la  procedure  ctait  arbitraire- 
ment  arrrti'e,  contrairement  anx  vipux  de  Fabiani,  par  raduiission  de 
nioyens  irrecevables;  la  faute  driginaire  retombait,  vn  tons  cas,  snr  b's 
autoritii'B  Judiciaires  qui  n'avaient  pas  repoussiS  d  limine  de  semidables 
moyens. 

Dob  mdis  se  passaient  sans  qu'il  f(lt  possible  ^  Fabiani  dVxercpr  les  droit-: 
ddrivant  x>our  lui  de  la  sentence  arbitrale  dn  15  d'cembre  ISc'^O.  II  solli- 
cita,  sur  ces  entrefaites,  I'interventiou  du  pouvoir  exi^cutit',  eu  se  basant 
sur  la  $  17  de  Tart.  13  de  la  Constitution,  par  lequel  I'Etat  est  tenu  *'d'ac- 
complir  et  de  J'aire  accompli r  et  executer  ....  les  ddcrets  et  ordres  que 
....  lea  tribnnauz  de  la  Fc^d^ration  rendrai<ent  dans  Texerfice  de  leiirs 
attribntiouB  et  de  leurs  facnltc's  L'galeM.''  Cette  ddnianbe,  longnenient 
critiqu^e  dans  la  di^lense,  rtait  a  la  fois  prudent^  et  correcte,  pui^que 
aussi  bien  Tordonnance  iVexequatur  de  la  haute  cour  fdddrale  u't^t^iit  pas 
respect^e,  et  qu'en  pareil  cas  le  Gouvernement  a  le  devoir  constitntionnel 
d'assnrer  I'adniinistration  <le  la  justice.  Si  nieme  la  $  17  de  Tart.  13  procitd 
n'avait  point  cette  port<^e  et  si  I'm  se  refusait  a  voir,  avec  la  deniMude,  de 
la  niatveillance  oa  de  Tincnrie  dans  la  r<'Holution  dn  Pouvoir  ex>  cutif  du  9 
jnillet  1883,  Parrot  de  la  haute  cour  fi-d^^rale  du  8  ddcenibre  snivant  pres- 
crivit  la  coiitinnation  de  la  proc  'dure  d'exdcntion  Buspeudue  par  den  ''re- 
coiirs  ilb^ganx."  et  docrota  implicitemi-nt  que  toute  la  responsabil.td  des 
retards  inconibait  aux  autoritos  judiciaires  qui  c^taient  eiitr.  eM  en  uiati  re 
sur  ces  recours.  En  realit<5,  les  retards  considi^rables  <^prouvds  par  le  pro- 
cedure d'exdcution  sont  bien  le  fait  de  juges^  et  si  Fabiani  a  pn  ou  dQ  en 


170  FABIANI    CASE. 

occaaioDner  lui-mdme,  il  ne  serait  pas  Equitable  de  lee  lui  impnter  si  fante, 
paree  qii'il  a  tent^  de  modilier  une  sitaation  contraire  anx  lois,  qui  ^tait 
FoBuvre  des  tribanaux  vdn^zu^liens. 

Divers  iudices  donnent  ^  penser  qae  le  OouverDementddfeDdenr  prenait 
ouvertement  parti  coutre  Fabiani,  et  que  cette  attitmle  pouvait  inciter  on 
encotirager  I'aatorit^  jndiciaire,  da  iiioina  dans  des  provinces  eloi;;n<5e8  de 
la  capitale  et  soustraites  aa  coiitr61e  d'une  opiinon  pablique  vigilante,  a 
mdconnaltre  les  droits  d'nn  demandenr  stranger  auqael  des  personnes 
influentes  de  FKtat  ne  m<^nageaient  point  lenr  hostility.  Telle  est  1  appro- 
bation officielle  da  21  aoQt  1883  donn<^e  It  la  cession,  consentie  par  B. 
Roncayolo,  du  contrat  de  cbemin  de  fer  de  la  Ceiba,  bien  qn'il  fht  notoire 
aa  V^n^zu61a  qne  cette  cession  avait  poor  bat  de  diminuer  oa  d'an^antir 
les  gages  d'nn  cr^ancier;  telle  parait  dtre  encore  la  modiiication  adopts 
par  la  legislation  de  I'Etat  Falcon  anx  art.  5  et  7  de  la  loi  organique  da 
poavoir  jadiciaire,  en  Janvier  1883;  tel  sera  aussi  le  retrait  du  service  da 
remorquage  qui,  dnns  les  oirconstances  et  h  IVpoque  oii  11  fat  d<^cid<^,  devait 
dtre  interprets  comme  nn  acte  de  repr^^sailles  dirig6  contre  Fabiani. 

Une  nonvelle  ddnSgation  de  jastice,  du  caractcre  le  plus  grave,  allait  se 
produire.  Le  joge  de  premiere  instance  de  Maracaibo,  se  conformant  k 
Tarr^t  de  la  haute  cour  fMdrale  da  8  d<^cembre  1883,  avait  ordonnS  la 
ooDtinnation  de  le  proc<^dare  d'exScution,  lorsqne,  le  9  f^vrier  1884,  AndrS 
Ronrayolo  demande  que  le  dossier  f At  transmis  h  la  cour  supreme  de  I'Etat 
Falcon,  qui,  seule,  dtait  investie  ISgalement  de  la  juridiction  en  la  matit  re. 
Cette  requete  fat  repoussSe,  mais  Roncayolo  saisit  directement  la  coar 
supreme;  celle-ci,  par  arr^t  du  23  du  mc'me  mois,  et  d'office,  ''dScida,  en 
representation  du  poavoir  judiciaire  de  TEtat  Falcon,  de  oontester,  conune 
elle  le  fait  d^s  i^  present,  k  la  haute  cour,  par  devant  la  cour  de  cassation, 
constitute  en  la  forme  snsmeutionnee,  la  competence  de  connaitie  dans 
FaflTaire  de  I'execution  de  la  sentence  de  la  cour  d'appel  d'Aix,  renduc 
ex6cutoire  an  Venezuela,  dans  la  cause  poursuivie  par  Antoine  Fabiani 
contre  Andre  et  Benott  Uoucayolo." 

Get  arrSt  de  conflit  suspend  a  it,  une  fois  de  pins,  le  cours  de  la  procedure, 
n  se  fondait  snr  Tart.  88  de  la  Constitution  du  27  avril  1881,  dispo^qint 
que  'Montce  qui  n'est  pas  exprossement  attribue  ik  la  FAdministration 
gencrale  de  la  Nation,  par  cette  constitution,  est  de  la  competence  des 
Etats.''  L'autonomie  Judiciaire  des  Etats  qui  font  partie  de  la  Federation 
venezueiienne  n'existe  toutefois,  d^apr^s  ce  texte,  qu'antant  qu'elle  n'est 
pas  restreinte  par  la  Charte  du  pays.  Mais  elle  est  limitee,  notamment, 
par  le  $  17  dej^  cite  de  Fart.  13  de  la  Constitution,  par  les  art.  556  et  sniv. 
du  code  de  procedure  civile,  qui,  bien  que  promnlguc's  anterieurement, 
n'ont  ete  abrogos — le  gouvernement  defendeur  le  reconnalt  d'une  mani^re 
implicite — ^ni  formellement,  ni  virtuellement,  par  celle-ci,  et  par  la  loi  oon- 
stitutiunnelle  du  2  juin  1882  relative  A.  Forganisation  de  la  haute  cour 
federale  (cfr.  Const,  du  27  avril  1881,  art.  80,  chiffre  11). 

C'est  bien  aussi  la  doctrine  consacree  par  la  haute  cour,  dans  sea  deox 
arrets  du  6  Juin  1882  et  du  8  deceuibre  1883,  ainsl  que  par  le  Gouverne* 
ment  dans  sa  resolution  du  9  Juillet  de  cette  derni^re  anui'e.  Assurt'ment, 
nne  roinorite  des  membres  de  la  haute  cour  opina,  et  la  defense  a  repris 
son  argumentation,  cjue  la  competence  de  ce  tribunal  cessait  d^s  le  mo- 
ment oh  il  avait  accorde  Vexequatur  aux  sentences  fran^aises.  Cette  theo- 
rie,  cependant.  est  contredite  par  la  loi  organique  du  2  juin  1882,  qui 
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porte  en  Bon  art.  8,  cbiffre  11,  que  la  hante  coar  a  mission  de  "provoqnor 
la  pins  promptti  administration  de  la  jnstice — sans  donte  aussi  de  la  jus- 
tice qn'elle  est  appelMe  ii  prononcer— afin  qn'elle  soit  strictement  rendun 
paries  jnges  et  les  tribananx  nationaux  inforiunrs"  (cfr.  ladite  loi.  art. 
18|  cliif1res4  et  5,  art.  o,  chiHTre  9,  eombin<5s  avec  les  art.  556  et  sniv.  C. 
proc  civ.  v<5n^z.).  Et  le  ministre  de  Tiut^rieur,  par  sa  resolution  da  9 
juillet  1883,  a  ezpress^ment  ddclar^  que  ^'c'est  h  la  haute  conr  fdd^rale 
qn'il  appartient  de  faire  observer  sea  dispositions.'*  An  surplus,  le  ^  17 
de  Tart  13  de  la  Constitution  existe ;  comme  les  autorit<^s  judiciaires  eup<^- 
rienres,  le  pouvoir  exdcutif  dtait  averti  des  illdgnlitds  commises  et  11  n'a 
rien  fait  pour  les  empScker,  ni  alors,  ui  plus  tard,  quoiqu'il  eflt  le  devoir 
d'assurer  Tex^cutiou  d^  ''ddcrets  et  ordres"  <$mand8  des  ''tribunaox  de 
la  F^di^ration.'' 

La  partie  d6fenderesse  pr<^tend  bien  que,  raisonner  ainsi,  c'est  confondre 
VexequatuPf  mati^re  fSddrale,  avec  rex^cntion,  mati^re  de  la  Jurisdiction 
de  FEtat  requis.  L'exdcution  CHt  ddf^r^e,  '^  la  v6rit6,  aux  antoritds  judi- 
ciaires  des  divers  Etats  de  la  F6d<^i'atiou,  mats,  en  tant  que  chargc^es  de 
faire  exdcuter  des  sentences  dtrang^res  ensuite  de  d^^cisions  de  la  baute 
cour,  el  les  se  trouvent  placr^es  sous  le  controle  de  ce  tribunal  et  el  les  en 
apparaissent  comme  les  organes  d'ex(5cution.  Accepter  uno  tbrse  diffdrente 
6iiuivaudrait  5.  convertir  en  d^crets  illusoires  les  ordounances  d*ejrequaUfr 
de  la  baute  cour,  qui  n*aurait  aucun  moyen  i\6  leur  preter  un  eifet  qnel- 
conque  et  qui  remplirait  a  cet  ogard  des  fonctions  de  pure  forme.  II  est 
plus  logiqne,  et  il  est  dans  I'esprit  de  la  b^gislation  vi^ndzuolienne,  de  con- 
sid^rer  comme  des  juges  et  des  tribunaux  de  la  nation,  plac<^s  sous  la 
surveillance  de  la  haute  cour  et  agisnant  sur  ses  odres  (loi  organique  de 
1882,  art.  8,  chiffre  11),  les  autoriti's  Judiciaires  anxquelles  est  d^K^gude, 
dauH  les  Etats,  rcx6cntiou  des  jugements  Strangers  {ibid.  art.  18,  chiffres 
4  et  5). 

La  cour  supreme  de  TEtat  Falcon,  en  sonlevant  un  conflit  de  competence 
dans  une  procedure  dotit  la  partie  adverse  de  Fabiaui  entnivnit  le  cours, 
pour  un  motif  que  I'Etat  ddfendeur  qaalltie  de  ''certainemeut  absnrd," 
a  eommis  une  dt^m^gatiou  de  justice  dans  le  sens  du  compromis;  en  encou- 
ragement I'opposition  mal  fondee  d'un  d^biteur,  elle  a,  siuon  determine 
un  refus  de  statuer,  du  moins  provoqu^  an  retard  injustiH<5,  et  aprrs  taut 
autres  faits  de  meme  nature,  la  dt^cisiou  qn*elle  a  prise  a  dQ  fortifier  en 
Fabinni  la  conviction  que  rdvideuce  de  son  droit  ue  le  prot^geait  pas  cen- 
tre Tarbitraire  des  juges. 

Fabiaui,  dit  la  defense,  d^serta  la  procedure;  elle  ajouteqn'il  ne  pouvait 
se  plaindre  de  d^negations  de  justice  aussi  longtemps  qu'il  n'avait  pas 
opuiso  ses  moyens  d'action  judiciaire  an  Venezuela,  et  provoqu^,  en  par- 
ticulier,  une  solution  du  contlit  de  competence,  ou  iuvoqne  les  dispo- 
sitions legales  que  perinettent  de  faire  coudamner  les  magistrats  fautifs 
a  ^'rembourser  les  douimages  et  )>rejudices  causi^s.'^  Mais,  d'abord,  si 
Fabiani  sVtait  pri-valu  de  ces  dispositions  Mgales,  il  se  serait  lieurte  k 
lobjection  que  le  tribunal  extraordiuairr,  auquel  est  attribuee  la  con- 
naissanee  des  cuntlits  de  comp('tence  et  qui  duit  les  traucher  d'office, 
n  avait  pan  rendu  sa  decision  ;  ce  tribunal  ne  s'est  d'ailleurs  Jamais  rduni. 
Ensuite,  Fabiani  avait  des  raisuus  de  croire  que,  s'il  ue  pouvait  obteuir 
justice  an  Venezuela  centre  des  debiteurs  etrangers  au  pays,  il  Tobtien- 
drait  moins  engpre  centre  des  autori tea  judiciaires  m6mes  de  I'Etat. 
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L'art.  16  de  la  loi  orgaDiqne  de  la  conr  de  cassation,  dn  16  mai,  188?, 
T^gle  la  oompositioQ  da  Tribunal  extraordinaire  (conr  de  cassaMon  et 
haut«  conr  f6d<^rale  si^^.geant  ensemble)  qui  avait  h  liqnider  le  couflit  de 
oomp^tence.  Les  art.  54  et  sniv.  dn  Code  de  procddnre  civile  preBcrivent 
qne  ^Tantorit^  sup^rienre  que  cela  conceme  proc^dera  aussit^t  qirelle 
anra  re^n  les  actes  desjuges,  a  la  determination  de  la  competence  dans  les 
vingt-qiiatre  henres,  de  preference  ^  toute  antre  affaire/'  et  qne  'M'arrdt 
snr  la  competence  sera  prononce  sans  citation  ni  memoires/'  Conforme- 
roent  &  ces  textas,  TarrH  dn  23  Fevrier  1884  ordonne  {Annexe  II,  de  la 
defense,  p.  338)  que  **le  dossier  sera  envoye  a  la  conr  de  cisaation  et  la 
preseute  decision  notifiee  a  la  haute  conr  federale.aujc  effets  de  la  compe- 
tence provoqnie;"  la  coar  de  casMatiou  a  reyn  le  dosdier  le  24  msirs  1884 
{ihidy  p.  379)  et  Fabiani  dcvait  admettre  que  Farret  dn  23  Fevrier  av:iit 
ete  communique  immediatement  h  la  Haute  Conr  federale.  II  n  est  nulle- 
ment  etabli,  ni  mome  aliegne,  dans  la  defenne,  qne  le  tribunal  extraor- 
dinaire efit  besoiu,  avant  de  ponvoir  statner,  de  renseignemente  compie- 
mentaires,  qn'il  est  antorise  k  reclamer  en  vertn  de  Tart.  55  dn  Code  de 
procednre  civile,  ni  quMl  se  soit  jamais  renni. 

La  procedure  institooe  par  la  loi  dn  16  mai  1882,  et  les  art.  54  et  sniv. 
dn  Code  ])recite,  qni  sent  applicables  en  Vespece  anx  termes  de  Tart.  12  de 
la  meme  loi,  est  uue  yrocMnre  d^office.  La  conr  de  cassation  et  la  haute 
conr  reunies  devaient  prononcer,  dans  les  vingt-qnatre  henres  k  comjfter 
dn  24  mars  1884,  sur  le  cob  Hit  de  conip<'tence.  £n  ne  le  faisant  pas,  elles 
se  sont  rendues  coupables  d  uuh  dcnt'gation  de  justice  bien  caracterizee. 

Quant  d  Targument  du  Gonveruement  defendeur  (Dvpliqve,  p.  50), 
d'apri'B  leqnel  les  art.  54  et  55  du  Code  de  procedure  civile  ne  seraient 
pas  applicables,  la  procedure  etaut  tracee  par  Tart.  16  de  la  loi  organiqiie 
de  la  haute  cour  federale,  elle  est  refi.:;oe  par  Tarret  mrme  du  23  fevrier 
1884 ;  et  le  dit  art.  16  ne  coiTobore  pas  davautage  cet  argument  qne  bs 
dispositions  iran^itoires  de  la  loi  dout  il  s'agit. 

11  n'y  a  pas  lieu  d'attacher  plus  dMmportunce  k  un  antre  moyen  avance 
dans  la  du))lique:  le  tribunal  t-xtraordiuaire  dont  il  a  ete  question  n^in- 
rait  en  I'obligution  de  juger,  qu'une  fois  que  les  parties  auraient  fourni 
**  le  papier  timbre  nt'cessaire"  {ibid,  p.  50).  La  formulite  du  timbre  exigee 
par  Tart.  16  de  hi  loi  orgauiqne  du  2  juin  1882,  se  rapporte  uniqnenieut  anx 
afl'aires  traitoes  devant  la  haute  cour  federale;  elle  derive  d'un  prescrip- 
tion legale  qni  ne  pent  etre  etendue,  par  analogic,  anx  contlita  de  compe- 
tence deferes  an  Tribunal  Extraordinaire  souveut  mentioune,  car  I'analo- 
gie,  exclne  en  principe  dans  une  pareille  materi^re,  Test  formellement  par 
la  nature  mcme  de  la  procedure  determiuee  aux  art.  54  et  suiv.  duCode  de 
procedure  civile;  on  ne  concevrait  p<iiut,  k  defant  de  disposition  contraire 
expresse,  qne  les  partien  eussent  a  supp(»rter,  en  acqiiirtenieut  de  droits  de 
timbre,  les  frais  d'uue  instance  qui  est  onverte  d^office,  k  raison  dn  fait  ile 
jnges  qui  se  sera  ent  declares  faussement  competents  ou  dout  la  compi- 
tcnce  aurait  ete  contestee  a  tort  par  d'antres  jnges,  et  qni  se  derouleen 
(l  bors  de  toute  participation  des  plaideurs.  Fabiani,  qni  n'a  pas  6t6  cite 
(levant  la  cour  supreme  de  TEtat  Falcon,  qni  ne  ponvait  ni  ne  devait  etru 
ansigne  devant  le  tribunal  extraordinaire,  etait  ab.Holnment  etranger  an 
contlit  de  competence;  ce  tribunal  avuit  I'obligation  de  statuer  d'olfice. 
daus  les  vingt-quatre  heures,  sans  que  les  parties  eussent  k  accomplir 
quelqae  diligence  on  formalite  que  ce  f&t. 
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En  Bomme,  Fabiani  a  6t6  victime  de  plnsienrs  d6n^gations  de  jastice, 
consommdes  par  celle  qa'impHqae  Piuaction  ill6gale  de  la  coar  do  cassa- 
tiuu  et  de  la  haute  conr  f^d^rale;  oette  derDi^re  d^n^gutiuu  de  justice 
sdole  But&sait  ii  cr^r,  au  profit  de  Fabiaui,  le  droit  k  rinteryeution  diplo- 
matique et  ii  Ini  assurer  an  recours  en  domiuiiges  et  intcrdtscontre  leGon- 
vemeinent  d^fendenr,  s'ildoit  ^trereconnu  que  celui-ci  estresponttable  des 
faates  de  ses  antorit^s  Judioiaires  et  si  Fabiani  prouve  qu'il  a  sabi  nn 
prejudice  de  ce  chef. 

Dans  les  circonstances  qui  out  4t6  expos^es,  Tintervention  diplomatique 
^tait  autorisde  d^j^  par  les  turmes  formels  de  I'art.  5  de  la  Convention 
franco-y6n^zn61ieune  de  1885,  et  ellen'avaitrien  de  cootraire  aux  dt^oisions 
de  la  doctrine  (cfr.  notamment,  Holtzendorff,  Handbuch  dcB yulkerreohU, 
Vol.  II,  p  74;  Fiore,  Droit  international  codift4y  HP*  339  et  340;  voir  aussi, 
Ca/vo,  op.  cit.,  Vol.  I,  n**  348;  Pradier-Fod^r^,  TraH4  de  droit  international 
publicy  Vol.  I,  n®«  402 et  s. ;  Bluntschli,  op.  cit.,  n^  380).  II  serait,  effective- 
ment,  inadmissible  d'exiger  de  Fabiani  qu'il  eftt  fait,  en  outre,  constater 
ces  denetrations  de  justice  uotoires  par  les  tribunaux  v<^n(Szu61iens  comp6- 
tents,  lui  qui,  pendant  dea  ann^es,  avait  demand^  en  rain  Fexc^cution 
d'nne  sentence  iuattaquable  et  pourvne  de  ['exequatur  requis  par  les  lois 
territoriales,  bieu  que  les  autorit<Ss  admmistratives  et  Judiciaires  snpf^ri- 
eures  de  surveillance  eusseut  6t6  arerties  des  illdgalit^s  comniises.  L'in- 
execntion  des  sentences  frangaises,  provoqu^e  par  les  magistratures  in- 
forienres,  toI^r<^e  par  la  haute  cour  f^d^rale  et  le  Gouvernemeut,  consa- 
cr<5e  par  le  tribunal  extraordinaire,  enlevait  k  Fabiani  la  disposition  d  uue 
fortune  considerable,  Tentrainait  dans  des  proems  coi^teux  et  sans  issue, 
Tacculait  finalement  k  la  faillite  et  justifiait  amplement  une  action  Inter- 
nationale. 

II  seiuble  bien,  k  consid^rer  la  s^rie  des  ddnis  de  justice  dont  Fabiani 
avait  le  droit  de  se  plaindre,  et  mAme  I'uno  ou  Tautre  des  decisions  judici- 
aires qui  lui  donn^rent  momentan^ment  ^aiu  de  cause  en  npparance,  que 
see  adversaires  etaient  prot^g^s,  au  Vou6zu61a,  par  des  influences  assez 
puissantes  pour  entraver  ructivit^  noruiale  des  tribunaux  du  pays.  Cette 
bypothese  repose,  an  surplus,  sur  trois  faits  pr^c^demment  -rappel^s; 
approbation  offlcielle  du  21  aoClt  1883,  modification  des  art.  5  et  7  de  la  loi 
organiqne  du  ponvoir  judioiaire  de  I'Etat  Falcon,  et  retrait  du  service  du 
remorqnage.  File  est  fortifi^e  encore  par  d'autres  circonstances,  parmi 
lesquelles  11  snffira  de  inentioner  les  suivantes : 

Deux  des  troix  tdmoins  dont  les  declarations  out  6t4>  recueillies  pendant 
rinstruiition  de  I'afiaire,  en  presence  des  parties,  n'ont  fourni  aucun  ren- 
seignement  de  nature  k  faire  douter  de  Timpartialit^S  des  tribunaux  v6n6- 
zu^liens;  mais  le  troist-me  tt^moin,  M.  E.-H.  Plumacher,  consul  des  Etata- 
Unis  d'Am^rique  k  Maracaibo,  qui  a  bien  ^t^.  char<^o  par  int(5rim  du  consulat 
de  France  dans  cette  ville  et  qui  fut  un  temps  le  matulataire  sp(^oial  de 
Fabiani,  contre  leqnel  tout^fois  aucune  cause  de  suspicion  n'a  ^te  relev^e 
et  qui  est  le  ressortissant  dMin  Etat  non  ininliqu<^  dans  Ic  litige  actuel,  a 
d^pos^  devnnt  le ministre  d'nne  nation  neutre,  charge  de  I'entendre  au  nom 
de  FArbitre:  qu'il  avait  "I'imprcssion",  qu'en  1880,  M.  Guzman  Blanco 
avait  pTovo(iu6  ou  snggdr<?  des  di^marches  destiui^es  k  exercer  une  pression 
sur  Fabiani,  k  I'occasion  des  d(^m^I6s  decelui  ci  avec  les  Roncayolo;  qn'k 
CO  momi-nt,  "M.  Blanco  <^tait  le  ponvoir  dans  le  pays";  qu'il  '<arriva  dee 
ehosee  qui  donn^reut  lieu  de  douter  rimpartialitd  des  tribunaux  v^n^zu^- 
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liens";  o[a'il  avait ''  entendu  de  M.  William  Mollmann,  pr^^c^demment  em- 
ploy^ dans  la  maison  Roncayolo,  ensuite  employ <^  du  consulat  am6rirain, 
que  M.  Guzman  Blanco  et  Beuoit  Roucayolo  avaieiit  des  int<^rot8  d'affaires 
ensemble  et  que  M.  Guzman  Blanco  aiderait  Roucayolo  en  toute  circon- 
staiice^';  qirau  reste,  'Hout  le  monde  h  Maracaibo,  savait  cela,  et  qu'on 
disait  couramment  parmi  les  ^'trangers  que  M.  Roucayolo  gagnerait  le 
procrs,  puisqu'il  avait  la  protection  de  M.  Guziiian  Blanco'';  qu'il  est,  Ini, 
tdmoin,  ''positiTement  convaincu  que  M.  Fnbiani  n'^tait  pas  bien  vn  par 
les  tribunaux  et  antorit^s".  Ces  declarations  sont  tn^s  gonc^ rales,  il  est 
vrai,  et  ne  rcposent  pas  sur  des  faits  precis  dont  M.  Plumaclier  aurait  eu  la 
X>erception  directe;  elles  u'en  sont  pas  moins  I'opinion  d'un  observateur 
competent  et  d('sint<5re8S^,  en  sorte,  qu'a  ce  titre,  elles  ne  laisseut  pas  d'aroir 
une  r(^elle  valeur. 

£nfin,  la  conviction  morale  deTArbitre  est  que  lesd^^ni^gations  de  justice 
qui  se  sont  produite^  h  Tencontre  de  Kabiani  out  un  caract -re  ezceptiounel 
de  gravity,  en  ce  qu*elles  ne  sont  pas  la  suite  de  simples  n^gli^rences  on  d'in- 
terpr^tations  erronees  de  textes  Ir'gaux,  mats  apparaisseut  conime  int«n- 
tionnelles.  Certes^  en  droit  commun  allemand  comme  en  droit  frau^s^is 
(cfr.  IVetzellf  op.  cit.,  S'"**  6(\.  $  43;  Holtzeudorff,  liechtHlexicorif  article  **Pro- 
zessleitiing" ;  von  Bar,  dans  V Encyklopddle  der  liechiwisseintchafl  dM  loltzen- 
dorff,  3"'"  ^d.,  p.  779;  Garaonnetj  op.  cit.,  Vol.  II,  s^  211  et  vol.  I  ^  55  in  fine; 
Atthry  et  BaUj  4""^  dd.,  Vol.  VIII,  $  749,  n**  2),  il  est  de  principe  que  le  juge 
ne  doit  prendre  en  consid<' ration  que  les  fait.s  nrticulds  et  les  moyens  de 
preuve  invoqu<^s  par  les  parties.  Cependent  la  doctrine  niodeme  va  plus 
loin  (cfr.  Kohler,  Gesammelte  Beitrdge  zum  CirilprozesH^  p.  361  et  s. ;  Enoy- 
clopddie  der  RechtHtciasenachaft,  d'Holtzendorff,  1.  c),  et  Von  admet,  entre 
antres.  que  les  tribunaux  ordinnires  pen  vent  reteuir  des  faits  assez  notoires 
pourqu':l8.jugcnt  inutile d'en  admiuistrer  la  preuve  (C.  proc.  civ.  allem.  art. 
264 ;  cfr.  JVeizell,  op.  cit.,  $  43  ad  uote  30,  et  $  20,  ad  notes  40  k  43).  A  pins 
forte  raisoii  en  est-il  ainsi,  en  maticre  d'arbitrage,  snrtout  lorsque  les  par- 
ties n'ont  point  prescrit  i\  I'arbitre  la  procedure i\  suivre  (cfr.  Wach,  Hand- 
huch  desdeutschen  CirilproceeseSj  Vol.  I,  p.  73,  et  Fuchsbirgei'^s  Enttcheidungen, 
Reichsoinlprozesaordnungf  Suppl.-Band,  note  1  ad  art.  866,  et  notes  4  et  6  ad 
art.  867  C.  proc.  civ.  allem.) 

L'Arbitre  est  investi  d'un  pouvoir  discr^^tionuaire,  limits  senlement  par 
I'obligation  de  se  conforraer  anx  principes  essentiels  de  la  procMure  civile 
(Bluutschli,  Droit  international  codifie,  n"  495);  il  n'est  pas  forc6  de  s'eu 
teiiir  anx  all<^gii(^s  et  moyens  de  preuve  des  parties,  ni  d'indi(iner  tons  les 
dl<Snieuts  dans  lesquels  il  piiise  sa  conviction.  La  niaxime  des  dcbats  et  le 
principe  de  la  publicity,  qui  lient  les  Juges  permanets,  et  dont  Tiuobserva- 
tiou  pourrait  constituer  un  danger,  ne  lient  pas  dans  la  meme  mesure  nn 
arbitre,  f]ui  remplit  des  functions  temporaireset  qui  est  investi  d'une  magis- 
tratnre  de  con  fiance. 

Spdcialement,  lorsque  le  compromis  est  muet  sur  la  question  de  la  pro- 
c(^dure  :\  suivre,  comme  en  ^esp^ce,  on  pent  envisager  que,  dans  Tint^ntion 
m(^me  des  parties,  une  grande  liberie  lui  est  laissoe  quant  au  cboix  des  el6- 
meuts  dout  il  formera  sa  conviction.  Cette  conviction,  dictde  d^jil  paries 
rdsultats  de  I'admiuistratiou  de  la  preuve,  a  H6  renforcde,  dans  le  sens 
marqin"^  plus  haiit,  par  IVtude  de  dociinleuts  que  I'Arbitre  s'est  fait  un  de- 
voir de  consnlter  et  d'appr<5eier  au  plus  pres  de  sa  conscience. 

Des  d^negatious  de  justice  ay  ant  €t6  commises,  ^  I'i^gard  de  Fabiani, 
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par  des  aatorit^s  judiciaires  da  V^n^za^la,  dans  les  cas  exposes  et  les  cir- 
constaiices  relat^es  ci-dessas,  i1  y  a  liea  d 'examiner  si  TEtat  d<5fendeur  en 
est  responsable,  et,  dans  Fafflrmative,  quelle  est  T^tendue  de  sa  responsa- 
bilit6.  • 

C'est  nne  question  tr^  controvers^e,  en  droit  public,  que  celle  de  savior 
si  nn  Etat  r<^pond  du  prejudice  caust^  par  ses  ageuts,  et  sp^^cialement  par 
ses  aotoriti^s  judiciaires,  k  raison  d'actes  rentrant  dans  Fexercice  de  leurs 
fonctions. 

En  France,  la  doctrine  et  la  jurisprudence  sont  dlYis^es.  La  jurispru- 
dence elle-mSme  n'est  pas  unauime  dans  Topinion,  g^ndralement  consacr^e 
toutefois,  que  les  fautes  commises  par  des  fonctionnaireSy  dans  les  limites 
de  leurs  attributions  l^gales,  u'engagent  pas  la  responsabilit^  de  I'Ktat, 
du  moins  d'une  inani^re  absolue  et  en  Tabsence  de  lois  positives  sur  ce 
point  (cfr.  Fuzier- Herman,  Code  civil  annoU,  Vol.  Ill,  ad.  art.  1382  et  1383, 
UP*  767  et  Buiv.);  i»aiB  la  coor  de  cassation,  par  exemple,  a  reconnu,  dans 
un  arret  du  l'"'  avril  1845  (cfr.  arrets  des  30  juillet  et  16  aoAt  1877, 
aiusi  que  Pandecieafranfaiaesy  ann^e  1896,  IV">"  partie,  p.  8,  note  1,  et  Lau- 
rent, Vol.  XX,  n*»592),  que  TEtat,  repr^sent^  par  les  ditlerentes  branches 
de  I'administration  publique,  est  passible  des  condamuatlous  auxquelles 
le  donimage  caus<S  par  le  fait,  la  negligence,  ou  Timprudence  de  ses  agents, 
pent  donner  lieu.  En  tout  cas,  les  fonctionnaires  de  Tordre  judiciaire 
n'^tant  pas  tonus  de  leur  faute  l^g^re  (cfr.  Fazier- Herman,  op.  cit..  Vol. Ill, 
ad.  art.  1382  et  1383,  n**'  505  et  suiv. ;  Demolombe,  Vol.  XXXI,  n°  519;  Gar- 
eounet,  op.  cit..  Vol.  I,  $  57,  notes  12  et  18),  la  responsabilit^  de  TEtat  ne 
pourrait  s'^tendre  au-dela.  La  doctriue  enseigne,  de  son  c6t^,  (Aubry  et 
San,  op.  cit..  Vol.  IV,  (  447,  u^2]  Demolombe,  Vol.  XXXI,  no68;  Baudry- 
Lacantinerie,  Vol.  Ill,  n°  1352),  que  TEtat,  repr<58ente  par  les  divers  minis- 
t^ree  et  administrations  publiques,  doit,  a  Tegal  de  tout  commettant,  rd- 
pondre  du  iir^judice  occasionn^  par  ses  employ<^s  ou  agents  dans  Texercice 
de  leurs  fonctions  ou  services,  inddpendamment  de  Texistence  d'une  loi 
sp^ciale,  ou  eucore  (cfr.  Laurent,  vol.  XX,  n^"*  419  et  s.,  444, 591  et  s.),  que  la 
responsabilit^  de  I'Etat  est  exclue,  lorsquo  le  fonctionnaire  agit,  non  comme 
pr<^pos^  et  instrument  de  PEtat,  mais  comme  accomplissant  la  mission  so- 
ciale  qui  lui  est  d6Ugn^e. 

S'il  r^gne,  en  France,  nne  assez  rrande  incertitude,  notamment  en  ce 
qui  concerne  la  responsabilit^  de  TEtiit  pour  les  dommages  causes  parces 
fonctionnaires  de  r(»rd re  judiciaire,  et  si  cetteresponsnbilit^^parait  plut^t 
devoir  6tre  d^ni6e  en  thc'^se  g^n^rale,  11  n'eu  est  pas  autrement  en  Allemagne. 
La  question  y  est  rdsolue  n^gativement  par  Loening  {Die  Haftung  dee 
Staatee,  etc.,  92  et  s.),  affirmativemeut  par  H.-A.  Zachariae  {Zeitschrift  fiir 
die  gesammte  Staatawissenschaftf  annde  1863,  p.  582  et  s.),  par  Stobbe  {Hand- 
buck  dee  deutechen  Privatrechis,  vol.  Ill,  $  201,  N**.  6),  par  G^rber  {GrundzUge 
des  deutechen  Staatereohte,  2"'«  ^d.,  p.  207  ets.),  par  Blnntschli  Cop.  cit.,  n<>467), 
par  Windscheid  {Pandfckten,Tol.  II,  ^  470,  note  4 ;  cfr.  les  anteurs  cit<^8  dans 
cette  note),  avec  cette  reserve  que  Windscheid,  dans  la  sixi^nle  (Edition  de 
son  traits,  expose,  en  niodiiiant  son  opinion  premiere,  que  la  responsabilit6 
de  TEtat,  eusuite  de  prdjudiees  impntables  h.  ses  foncti on u aires,  n'est  pas 
uu  principe  de  droit  commnn  en  Allemagne,  et  que,  d'apres  Holtzendorfi' 
{Encyklopadie  der  Rechtittciesenechaft,  p.  1113),  cette  responoabilit^  n'est 
admissible  que  dans  certains  cas.  Mais  la  jurisprudence  allcmande,  qui 
6tait  plut6t  favorable  h,  la  solution  affirmative  jnsqu'en  1884,  applique 
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aigonTciniai  la  th^rie  da  tribanal  (\e  rEmpire,  selon  laqnelle  TEtat  n'eflt 
resi>oDaable  qu'en  vertii  d'aae  dispoeitiou  \6gik\e  expresse  ( Entscheidungen 
de%  Rvichsgeriohts  in  CivHsachenf  vol.  XI,  p.  206;  ofr.  WindtchM,  op.  oil., 
vol.  11^  470,  note  4). 

Cette  derni^re  th6orie  est  adoptee  par  la  jurisprudence  et  la  doctrine 
saisses  (cfr.  Blnmer-Morel,  Handbuch  den  sohweiztriaohen  /iundeaslaaUrechla, 
2""  M.y  Vol.111.  p.230et8. ;  Hafner,  Das  schwnzeriache  Ohllgaiionenrecht, 
2'"<'  6d.,  ad  art.  64,  note  4,  ainsi  que  les  arrets  du  Tribunal  f6d^ral  cit.  s 
dans  ces  denx  oiivrages),  tandis,  qn'en  Italie,  la  doctrine  centraire  seinbie 
prcvaloir  (cfr.  Fuzier  Herman,  op.  cit.,  Vol.  III.  ad,  art  l:i82  et  138:^,  n"  786). 
On  peot  ajonter  que  les  auteurs,  qui  ont  faiit  du  droit  international  lenr 
speciality,  recounnisseut  que  FKtat  est  responsable  des  di  nis  de  justice 
comniis  par  ses  autorites  judiciaires,  ti  tout  le  nioiuH  lo  sque,  duement 
inform^  ou  averti,  il  n'aura  rien  entrepris,  ui  pour  en  emp:cbei  les  effets, 
ni  pour  en  saspendre  le  cours  (C.  p.  Holtzendort)',  Handbuch  des  Fdlkerrechis, 
Vol.  II.  p.  74;  Fiore,  Droit  international  codifi4,  n«»»  339  et  340;  voir  anssi, 
Cairo,  op.  cit.,  Vol.  I.  n<*  348  in  fine;  Pradier  Fod<Sr^,  Traits,  de  droit  inter- 
national public,  Vol.  I.  no*  402  et  s. ;  Bluntschli,  op.  cit.,  n"  340). 

Kn  dioit  vdn^zu^lieu,  la  question  est  r<5solne  par  la  loi;  elle  Vest  ^gale- 
ment,  entre  les  parties  en  cause,  par  la  Convention  de  1885. 

Le  d<^oret  du  14  F^vrier  1873,  sur  les  indemnit^s  a  allouer  anx  (Strangers, 
n'a  pas  ^t6  abrog^  par  Tacte  international  pr<^cit^,  en  ce  qui  toache  les  con- 
ditions g<^n^rales  de  la  respoosabilit^  de  I'Etat  pour  des  domniages  occa- 
sionn<^B  par  ses  fonctionnaires ;  il  dispose,  en  son  art.  1"^:  ''Tons  les 
individus,  soit  nationaux  ou  Strangers,  qui  intenteront  contre  la  Nation 
des  actions  en  doiumages  et  int^^rets  ou  expropriations,  provenant  d'  actes 
d'emphy^  de  la  Nation  ou  des  Eiats  .  .  .  devront  s'en  tenir  anx  fomialit^s 
^.tiiblies  par  la  pr^^sente  loi'' — formalit^^s  qui,  entre  la  France  et  le 
V^m-zu^la,  sont  r<^gl<^es  aujonrd'hui,  en  ce  qui  conceme  uotamment  les 
prt^judices  d^rivant  de  d<^ni8  de  justice,  par  la  Convention  de  1885. 
L'art.  7  pr^voit  que  *'la  Nation  aura  le  droit  de  se  faire  n^mbonrser  par 
Feuiploy^  responsable,  ou  par  TEtat  duquel  rel^verait  le  dit  employ^ 
au  moment  de  la  fante,  la  somme  que  le  Tr^sor  national  d(^bourserait 
par  suite  de  I'arret  condamnatoire.*'  II  ressort  de  ces  textes  qne  le 
Vt'n^znela  reoonnait  expresst^ment,  en  principe,  sa  respoDsabilit^,  pour 
des  (lomuiages  imputables,  soit  i\  des  fonctionnaires  nationaux,  soit  k 
des  fonctionnaires  de  I'un  ou  Tautre  des  Etats  de  la  F<^d<^ration ;  cette 
responsabiliU^^  est  directe,  elle  donne  aetion  coutre  I'Etat  devaiit  la  Haute 
Cour  fod<^rale.  Quant  aux  fonctionnaires  {ewpttadoB),  la  loi  entend  )iar  \k 
non  point  senlement  les  agents  du  pouvoirex<^cntif  ou  les  proposes  dans  le 
sens  de  I'art.  1384  C.  civ.  f.,  mais  tontes  les  autoritcs  qui,  investies  d'nne 
part  de  la  puissance  publiqne,  reprdsenteut  I'Etat  et  le  personnifient. 
L'art.  9  du  ddcret  de  1873  le  montre  clairement:  "Dans  aucun  cas,  dit-il, 
on  ne  ponrra  pr<^teudre  que  la  Nation  ou  les  Ktats  indemnisent  a  raison 
des  dommages  et  inU^r^ts  ou  expropriations  qui  n'auraient  pas  6iA  caus<^s 
par  des  autorites  l^jitimra  agisaant  en  vertn  de  leur  cara^^'tere  public,'*  Cett« 
interpretation  est  contirm^e,  en  outre,  par  le  Code  p6nal  du  27  Avril  1873, 
qui,  apres  avoir  traits,  en  bch  art.  258  et  259,  des  infractions  dont  lesjuges 
pen  vent  se  rendre  coupables,  ajoute,  en  son  article  260:  ''Les  employis 
publics  d'une  autre  administration  quelconque^  etc." 

En  mati^re  de  responsabilit^  de  I'Etat,  il  n'y  a  done  pas  lieu  d'<^tablir  de 
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distlnctioo,  en  droit  Y^n<^zn<^lteD,  entre  les  fonctionnaires  de  I'ordre  jndioi- 
aire  et  ceux  de  Tordre  admiQistratif,  pnisqiie  la  loi  lee  assimile  express^ 
mcDt  les  iins  auk  autres,  et,  qu'aii'mome  dof^vfj  bien  qne  dans  des  spheres 
d'activit(^  diverses,  ils  agissent  an  noin  de  TEtut.  Et,  k  im  point  de  vae 
gc'ni-ral,  on  ne  voit  pas  pourquoi  TEtatr^poudrait,  d:iu8  ane  mesa  re  differ- 
ente,  des  pr^jadices  causds  par  ses  fonctionnaires,  selon  que  les  aiiteursdn 
dommage  seraient  eniploy^H  dans  Tad  ministration  propreiiient  dite  on  dans 
la  justice  (cfr.  Stobbe,  op.  cit.,  vol  111,  ^  201,  ad  note  53;  H.-A.  Zachariae, 
op.  cit.,  p.  637;  IVindttcheid,  op.  cit.,  vol.  I.  $  59  in  fine;  Blumer-Morel,  op. 
cit..  vol.  Ill,  p.  230  ot  sniv.). 

Un  d<^cret  v<^nozu<^lien  de  mAme  data  que  le  pr^^c^dent,  siir  les  droits  et 
les  devoirs  des  <5iraiiger8,  tout  en  disposant,  en  son  art.  6,  qne  'Mes  strang- 
ers n'out  le  droit  de  demander  des  iudemnit<^s  au  (lonverneuienf  que, 
''dans  les  menies  cas  que  les  v^D<^/udliens'' — ceci  CHt  toutefois  modifiS 
envers  les  Fran^'ais  par  la  Convention  de  1885 — proclaime  anssi,  en  prin- 
cipe,  la  responsabilitc  de  I'Etat  d«'>fendeiir  pour  les  actes  de  ses  fonction- 
naires. II  l.-i  rcconuait  mcme  expressc^meut,  k  raison  des  faits  ilHcites  des 
antorit<^s  Judiciaires,  en  rSservant,  dans  son  art.  5,  la  voie  diplomatique 
pour  les  cas  de  ^^dJni  de  jusHce  ou  injuntice  notoire;^*  et  la  condition  de 
lYpuisemeDt  pr<^alable  de  toutes  les  voies  Icgales  de  recours  a  6t6  snp- 
prinv  e  par  la  Convention  de  1885  k  lYgard  des  Franyais. 

Cette  responsabiliti^  directe  de  I'Etat,  cdictoe  par  la  h^gislation  vSn<^zn6- 
lieone,  n'est  pas  contraire  an  droit  des  gens;  elle  est,  de  pins,  affirmSe 
dans  la  Convention  du  26  Novembre  1885,  qui  peruiet  Tiutervention  diplo- 
matique (;t  consacre  impHcitement  la  responsabilit^  de  I'Etat  pour  toute  la 
serie  des  irr^gnlarit's./fiditiatr^ts  (^num  r«^s  dans  Tart.  5  de  ce  document. 

L'Ktat,  d'autre  part,  ne  saurait  d/cliner  sa  rjesponsabilit^  par  la  motif 
que  les  fantrs  de  ses  agents  ou  foactionnaires  ne  pr^scnteraient  [»as  un  cer- 
tain oaract  re  de  gravity  (voir,  d'ailleurs,  sub.  V  ci-aprcs).  L'art  1  du 
dScret  du  14  F<H'rier  1873,  sur  les  iiideuinitos  }\  allouer  aux  <?trauj;er8,  est 
coavu  en  terms  si  g^noraux,  que  I'Etat  y  apparalt  responsable  exiictenieut 
comme  ses  employes;  et  rien  n  est  plus  ratioonel,  puisque  I'acte  donimage- 
able  CHt  aiors  censi^  provenir  de  I'Etat  lui-ni(^nie  (cfr  H,-A.  Zacharine,  op. 
cit.,  p.  632;  Stohhe,  op.  cit.,  vol.  Ill,  ^  201,  note  53).  Le  d/oi  de  justice, 
sous  qu»*lque  forme  ({U  il  se  prcduise,  conntitue  un  cas  de  responsabilitS  da 
fonctionnaire,  partant,  de  I'Etat.  D.'s  lors,  Fabiaui,  victime  de  d(^n6ga- 
tious  de  justice  duement  prouvc^es,  pouvait  actiimner  le  Gouverneraent 
d«*fendeur,  sans  observer  d'ailleurs  I'art.  5  du  d/cret  du  14  FSvrier  1873 
Cfmcernaut  les  devoirs  et  les  droits  des  ctrangers,  qui  pos«>.  comme  condi- 
tion de  riaterv(>ution  di])lomatiqne,  IVpui.siMneut  prealable  ''des  voies 
li' gales  anpr.  sdes  antorit  'sco  np  -tences"  (cfr.  Convention  de  1885,  art,  5); 
et  la  uiesure  de  son  action  centre  I'Etat  est  la  meme  que  centre  les  fonc- 
tionnaires fautifs. 

V.  Les  d<^n(^gntions  de  justice  qu'a<^prouv(^es  Fabiani  sont  pour  le  moins 
des  dolits  civ  ils  ou  des  (|uasi-delits.  I'.u  droit  uioderne,  Tautenr  d*une 
faute  aquilienne  est,  en  priucipe,  lenu  derepurerfoiit  le  prJjudicequi  pent 
rais«mnab lenient  en  etre  envisa;;6  comme  la  eonse(|uence  directe  on  indi- 
recte  (damnum  emergens  et  Imrrnm  cvnsanfi)^  ccrt>iines  legislations,  comme 
cellos  de  la  France  et  de  I'Allemagne,  ne  faisaiit  pas  di'pendre  la  quotitS 
des  dotnmages  et  int<^rets  de  la  gravite  de  la  faute,  d'autri'S,  comme  le 
Code  civil  antrichien  et  le  Code  fSdSral  deb  obligatiouB,  n  accordant  1ft 
S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 12 


178  FABIANI    CASE. 

reparation  integrate  qn'en  cas  de  dol  on  de  fanie  lonrde.  An  demeurant,  les 
dommai^es  et  int^rc^ta  ne  doivent  pas  ^tre  la  Bonrce  d'nn  profit  pour  celni  qui 
les  obtient  (cfr.  Fuzier- Herman,  op.  cit.,  vol.  Ill,  ad.  art.  1382  et  1383,  n~ 
1065  et suiv. ;  Aubry  et  Rau,  vol.  IV,  $  445  et  446;  Dololombe,  vol.  XXXI,  n-BSS 
etsuiv. ;  Laurent^  vol.  XX,  n**  529;  Zacharia€f  Handbuch  des  franzoaischen 
CivUrechia,  7""^  6dit.,  ^44S  ei  445;  Windsuheid,  op.  cit.,  6'»»  ed.,  vol.  II, 
$  461,  n"  1,  4.55,  No.  5,  258,  notes  10  et  suiv. ;  Stobbe,  op.  cit.,  vol.  Ill,  $  200, 
n<^6;  Holtzendorff  BechUlexicon,  article  '' Schadensersatz ; ''  HoltzendorfTy 
Handbuch  des  Volkerrechis,  vol.  II,  p.  74, 75;  Motive  da  projet  dn  Code  civil 
allemand,  vol.  II,  p.  724  et  sniv.;  -Schneider  et  Fick.  Das  achweUeriache 
Obligationenrechtf  3"'*  ed.,  notes  ad.  art.  50  et  51  C.  lYd.  des  obi. ;  Hafner, 
op.  cit,,  2'"«  ed.,  notes  ad.  art.  50  et  51  C.  IM.  des  obi. ;  Rossel,  Manuel  du 
droit  federal  dea  obligationSf  p.  88  et  suiv.) 

En  ce  qai  regarde  sp^dalement  les  fonctionaires  de  Tordre  jndiciaire, 
lenr  responsabilitd  embranse,  en  droit  commun  allemand,  tout  le  dommage 
rdsnltanc  de  lenr  dol  on  d'nne  faiite  lonrde  de  lenr  part ;  le  point  de  savoir 
si  cette  responsabilit^  existe  ^galemeni  dans  les  cas  de  faute  l^g^re  est 
controversy,  mais  la  solntion  affirmative  pr^vant  (cfr.  Windscheidf  op.  cit., 
vol.  II,  470;  Dernburg,  Pandekten,  3"'«ed.,  vol.  II,  }  135;  Wetzell,  op.  cit., 
$  36,  note  14).  La  responsabilit^  du  pouvior  judiciare  est  anssi  admise 
en  France  (C.  proc.  civ.  fr.,  art.  505;  ofr.  Garaonnet,  op.  cit.,  vol.  I,  $54; 
Laurent,  op.  cit.,  vol.  XX,  n^  447),  mais,  comme  il  a  6t6  expliqu^  plus  hant, 
elle  n'est  pas  entraln^e  par  nne  faute  l^gere. 

Au  y<^n6zn^la,  ce  sout  les  art.  341,  255  d,  259,  282,  288,  297  et  339  du  Code 
p<5nal  du  27  avril  1873  qui  rdglent,  d'nne  mani^re  sp^ciale,  la  mati^re  de 
la  respousabilit^  civile  d'une  antorit^  judiciaire.  Les  juges  peuveut  ^tre 
actiouuifs  en  dommages  et  intdr^ts,  non  seulement  ensuite  de  leur  dol  on 
de  leurs  fautes  lourdes,  mais  encore  pour  des  fautes  Idg^res,  et  le  texte  de 
I'art.  341  semble  indiquer  qne  la  reparation  doit  cUre  complete  dans  tons 
les  cas.  II  n'est  pas  bcsoia,  au  reste,  d*appuyer  sur  cette  demi^re  question, 
attendu  qne  les  ddnt^gatioos  de  justice  dont  se  plaint  Fabiani  procMent,  k 
tout  le  moins,  de  fautes  lourdes  et  que,  dans  ces  circonstances,  le  pr^judioe 
h  rdparer  s'entend,  et  du  damnum  emergens,  et  du  lucrum  cessana;  il  com- 
porte,  en  outre,  le  tort  moral  comme  le  dommage  matdriel  {Laurent,  vol. 
XX,  n"»  393,  393  et  suiv. ;  Jubry  et  Rau,  vol.  IV,  $  445;  Hue,  op.  cit.,  VIII, 
no  413;  Demolombe,  vol.  XXXI,  n^  672;  Code  f^d.  des  oblig.,  art.  55  et  les 
ouvrages  citds  de  Schneider  et  Fick,  Hafner  ei  Rossel;  C.  oiv.  autr.  art.  1329, 
1330).  Relativement  au  dommage  indirect  cependant  et  h  la  necessity 
d'etablir  nn  rapport  de  cause  k  effet  eutre  le  fait  illicite  et  le  dommage 
pretendn,  le  demandeur  prouvera  que,  soit  en  consultant  le  conrs  ordinaire 
des  choses,  soit  en  s'attachant  aux  affaires  de  la  partie  Idsde  on  aux  dispo- 
sitions prises  par  elle,  il  est  probable— non  pas  seu!ement  possible  —que 
celle-ci  aurait  realise  tel  on  tel  profit  si  le  fait  illicite  ne  s'dtait  pas  pro- 
duit,  la  preuve  6tant  d'ailleurs  sonmise  h  des  conditions  moins  strictes  en 
cas  de  faute  lonrde  ou  de  dol  et  le  juge  conservant  nne  enti^re  liberty 
d'apprdciation. 

Si  I'on  doit  decider  qne  le  gouvemement  d^fendenr  est  responsable  des 
consequences  des  denegations  de  justice  impu tables  aux  autorites  judici- 
ares  venezneiiennes  envers  Fabiani,  il  reste  h  determiner  Tetendue  de  ces 
consequences  en  application  des  principes  exposes  plus  hant. 

Le  dommage  materiel  direct  subi  par  Fabiani  comprend  les  valours  non 
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recouvT^es  et  les  biens  perdus  dont  il  serait  rentr^  en  possession,  si  la  sen- 
tence arbitrale  dii  15  d^cembre  1880  avait  pii  6tre  ex6cQt(5e  centre  les  Ron- 
cayolo;  il  comprend  ogalement,  en  principe,  les  fraisde  la  proo6dnred'ex^ 
cutiou  (voir  sub.  VI.,  litt.  a,  chiffree  3).  Fabiani  n'eiit-il  pas  6t6  victime 
de  ddnis  de  justice,  et  rexccntiun  de  la  dite  seutence  n'eftt-elle  pas  ^te 
entrav^e,  puis,  reudue  illusoire,  il  aurait  pa  obtenir  paiement  de  toutes 
les  condamuations  pronouc^^es  contre  ses  ddbitenrs.  Effectivement,  B.  et 
A.  Roncayolo  (^talent  solvables  ju8qu'i\  concurrence  au  moins  des  restitu- 
tions diverges  ordonu^es  par  le  jugenient  du  15  docembre  1880.  Ce  fait 
d6couIe  deja  de  ce  que  le  Gouvernnient  Vrn^zu<?lien  n'a  jamais  alldgu^ 
menie  que  les  r'clamatiuns  de  Fabiani  fussent  irrecouyrabiea  contre  les 
Roncayolo,  et  ([U^il  s'est  born(S  h  contest^r  Texisteuce  des  d<^ndgatiou8  de 
justice,  ainsi  que  la  responsabilitt'  de  I'Ktat.  En  outre,  B.  Roncayolo,  de 
la  vue  de  la  partie  dofenderesse,  a  ^tc  agr^e  par  les  pouvoirs  publics  dn 
y6n^zui''la,  couime  concessionnaire  dMniportantes  entreprises,  et  11  ^''tait 
ferroier  de  la  douune  de  laCeTba.  Andr^  Roncayolo  apu,  lui,  pendant  plus 
de  troLs  uns,  tant  en  en  son  nom  personnel  que  coinnie  fcnd^  de  procuration 
desou  prre,  faire  les  frais  de  nombrenses  et  coAteuses  oppositions  h  Tex^- 
cutiou  de  la  sentence  arbitrale,  cboisir  ses  avocats  parmi  les  juriconsultes 
notoirement  les  plus  reisommds  du  pays,  sans  compter  qu'il  s'^^tait  enrichi 
d'une  Bomme  de  plus  d'un  demi-million  de  francs  au  detriment  de  Fabiani. 
Et  c'est  vraisemblablenieut  pour  mettre  h  I'abri  des  poursuites  de  leur 
cr^ancier,  les  droits  et  iut<5rets  considerables  qu'ils  avaient  au  V<5n^zu61a, 
que  les  adversatres  de  Fabiani  ont  empecb^  avectantd'acharnementrex^- 
cution  de  la  sentence  du  15  d^cembre  1880.  La  solvability  de  B.  et  A.  Ron- 
oa3'olo,  partant,  la  reconvrabilit5  des  valeurs  au  remboursement  desquelles 
lis  avaient  4tt6  condamnr^s,  ne  sanraient  etre  si^rieusement  mises  en  donte, 
d'antant  plus  que,  comme  on  vient  de  le  dire,  le  y<5n(^zu^la  ne  les  a  point 
d^ni^es. 

En  dehors  du  dommage  materiel  direct,  Fabiani  a  <^prouv6  nn  tort  ma- 
teriel et  surtout  moral  tn»s  grave,  en  ce  que  les  den^gations  de  justice  ont 
portiS  :\  tons  <^<;nrds  une  profoude  atteinteii  sa  situation  poraonnelle  et  ont 
mrme  6t6  la  cause  de  la  faillite  prouoncde  contre  lui  au  y^n^zu^la  (voir 
sub.  VI,  litt.  a,  chiffre  6  ci-apns). 

Le  dommage  indirect  entin  a  sa  source  dans  le  fait  qne  les  sommes  pay- 
ables par  les  Roncayolo  en  vertn  de  la  sentence  arbitrale,  ont  6t6  eoustrai- 
tes  au  cr^aucier  pendant  un  grand  nombre  d'ann^es  et  qu'il  n'a  pu  ni  les 
employer  dans  sou  commerce,  ni  le^  faire  fructifier  d*une  mani^re  quelcon- 
que;  il  ne  s'agit  pas  ici  de  benefices  on  de  pertes  purement  hypothotiqnes, 
dans  lesfpiels  certains  publicistes  {CahOf  op.  cit.,  IV,  477)  se  refusent  b, 
voir  ''la  matirre  d'une  action  pr'cuniaire  de  godvernement  h  gonveme- 
ment,''  mais  d'un  manque  h  gngner  dont  les  ^l^ments  reposent  sur  desfaits 
concluants,  et  il  serait  sonverainemeut  contruire  :\  Tdqait^S  et  h,  la  justice 
de  n'en  point  tenir  compte  dans  le  present  procl^s  (voir  sub.  VI,  litt.  h), 
Et  mainteuaut,  deux  ^ventualit(^s  pouvaieut  se  presenter;  ou  bien,  les 
d^biteurs  de  Fabiani  s'aciiuittaient  envers  lui,  ou  bien,  suit  k  Tamiable, 
soit  par  voie  d'ex<^cution,  il  se  substituait  a  tons  les  droits  de  concessions, 
de  donanes  et  autres  qu'ils  possedaient  au  V^^ndzu^la.  Entre  ces  deux 
hypotheses,  plausibles  Tunu  et  Tautre,  il  faut  necessairement  choisir  celle 
qui  est  la  moins  ddfavorabie  h  I'Etat  d<^fendeur  et  qui  est  anssi  la  plos 
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admissible  d'apr^  le  cours  ordinaire  des  choses,  c'est-^-dire  Vhy pothese  dn 
paienient.  Ce<i  d'aiitaut  plus  qiril  o'a  6i6  ni  offert,  ni  admiiiifltr^  aiicune 
preiive  tendantii^tablir  que  cette  hypotbesede  bisolotioD  la  plus  noruiale 
dn  diff<5reDd  Fabiani-Koncayolo  iie  seserait  poinfc  rt^alisi^e;  il  n  suite  m'me 
de  rexpo86  du  goaveruement  demandeur  que  les  d^biteurs  de  Fiibiani 
avaient  un  int(^rot  inajenr,  s'ils  6t'j.\ent  contraints  d*exccurer  la  sentence 
arbitrale,  h  so  libdrer  pnrement  et  simplenieut  eutre  ses  mains,  piiit'it  qu*^ 
se  laisser  enle.ver  des  droits  dune  valeur  bleu  sup<?rieure  h  celle  des  con- 
damnations  prononc^es— sans  parler  memo  des  obstacles  auxqnels  se  st^rait 
beurt<^  sans  doute  le  transfert  de  tout  on  partie  de  ces  droits  si  Fabian i,  et 
sans  appr^cier  lefficacito  des  sQretes  rdelles  obtenues  au  cours  de  la  pro- 
cedure d*ex<^cution. 

La  question  du  mod>^  de  paiement  de  rindemnit^  a  ^M  discnti^e  dans  la 
demande,  mais  elle  n'est  point  ]itigieuse;  le  compromis  Pa  rfgVe  d'une 
mani^re  obligatoire  pnr  les  ]»artie8  et  pour  I'Arbitre. 

VI.  La  liquidation,  d'apres  les  principes  ci-dessus,  de  I'etat  de  dom- 
mages  et  int^rSts  proseut^  par  le  Gouvernement  demandeur  fournit  les 
r^sultats  sulvants: 

a.  Dommage  direct  ei  ttyi'i  moral. 
(1)  La  sentence  arbitrale  fixait  h,  la  somme  de  538,359  fr.  .07, 

valeur  au  31  Janvier  1878,  le  d<^.bit  de   Audrd   Roneayolo 

envers  Fabiani.     Ce  poste  est  r<^duit,  en  capital,  d'apres  la      Francs. 

demandeil 429,(5i>8. 10 

II  y  a  lien  de  teuir  comte  d'uu  versement  de 5, 490. 55 

Reste -. 424,177.55 

(2)  Outer  cette  somme,  due  par  A.  Roncayolo,  la  sentence  arbitrale  con- 
fbre  d.  Fabiani  le  droit  d»  r(5claraer  *^  tons  les  produits,  saus  ancune  excep- 
tion et  sans  aucune  reserve,  donnt^s  par  Tentrcprise  du  remorquage  depuis 
le  30  novembre  1877,  y  compris  les  b^^nertces  du  pilotage,"  des  la  meme 
ef»oque,  en  taut  que  ces  profits  auraient  6t «  encaissi^s  par  H.  on  A.  Ronea- 
yolo;  les  autres  cond  am  nations  derivant  de  la  sentence  du  15  ddcembre 
1880,  ont  6X6  exc^cutres,  au  nioins  dans  une  certaine  mesure,  puisque  Fabi- 
ani a  repris,  des  le  mois  de  juillet  1882,  soit  avant  le  debut  des  d^n(^gations 
de  justice,  le  service  du  pilotage  et  du  reniorquagw,  et  que  des  preuves 
positives  concernant  les  effets  de  rinexccution  de  ces  autres  coudamna- 
tious  font  d6faut  dans  la  procedure. 

Du  chef  du  dispositif  prr^citd  de  la  sentence  arbitrale,  la  demande  porte 

an  compte  de  *^  liquidation  des  sentences,"  en  capital : 

Francs. 

Recettes  du  pilotage  du  l^""  ddcenibre  1877  an  30  ddcenibre  1878 . .  16, 000. 00 

Recettes  du  pilota;;e  du  1'"^  ddcenibre  1878  an  30  discern bre  1879. .  16, 000. 00 

Recettes  du  pilotage  du  l^""  d<^cembre  1879  au  30  d(5cembre  1880..  16, 000. 00 

Recettes  du  pilotage  du  1' ^  ddcembre  1880  au  30  d(«ceuibre  1881 . .  12, 500. 00 

Recettes  du  pilotage  du  1*'  ddcembre  1881  an  15  juillet  1882 7, 812. 45 

Total 68,312.45 

Le  Gouvernement  d<^fendeur  n'a  ni  contests  le  bieu  fcmdd  de  eetto  dette, 
provenant  des  eucaissements  faits  sans  droit  par  la  partie  adverse  de  Fabi- 
ani, ni  critique  ces  chift'res  qui  ne  paraissent  pas  exagerds. 
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II  en  est  de  mdme  ponr  lee  restitntions  qai  Be  rapportent  an  remorquage; 

elles  Bont  aintti  formuk-es  dans  la  demande,  en  capital : 

Francs. 

Produit  net  de  I'ann^e  1880 100,000.00 

Produit  net  de  rann^e  1881 100,000.00 

Produitdu  1"  Janvier  aa  15juillet  1882 54,165.51 

Total 254,166.51 

Le  prc»duit  net  <$valii^  annuellement  h  100,000  francs  n'est  qii[approxi- 
matiff ;  mais  ce  cbifTre,  qui  n'a  pas  6t6  contests  dans  la  di^feiise,  pent  etre 
admis  an  vn  des  documents  produitb.  Qaant  aux  **  alms  de  confiance ''  et 
"d^tonrneinents"  des  Roncayolo,  qui  ne  visent  pa«  directenient  le  pilot- 
af;e  on  le  remorquage,  lis  ne  sont  pas  compris  dans  la  sentence  arbitrale, 
ni,  par  cons^^quent,  dans  le  compromis  de  1891. 

(3)  II  y  a  lien  d'ajonter  an  compte  de 'Miq nidation  des  sentences"  les 
frais  importauts  occasionn^  par  la  procMnre  d'ex^cution  depuis  le  15 
d(^cembre  IS'^,  frais  que  le  Gonvernement  demandeur  fait  fignrer  sons 
diverses  rnbriqnes  de  son  ^tat  de  dommages  et  int^rots;  les  autres  frais 
jndiciaires  r(^clamds  ne  peuvent  rentrer  dans  Vindemnit^  h  fixer  par  TAr- 
bitre  Ce  poste  eiubrasse  les  frais  d'enregistrement  de  la  sentence  arbitrate, 
IcH  frais  de  justice  et  de  partie  tant  de  la  procedure  devant  les  tribnnaux 
franvais  que  devant  les  tribunaux  vdn^zu^^liens,  soit  que  la  party  adverse 
de  Fabiani  eUt  Tobligation  de  les  rembonrser,  soit  qn'ils  aient  ^t^  caus^ 
inutilement  k  ce  dernier. 

ITnesomme,  intdrets  compris,  de ft..  200,000 

ne  semble  pas  excessive,  si  Ton  tient  compte,  entre  autres,  des  nombrenx 
et  coAteux  displacements  que  la  sauvegarde  de  ses  droits  a  imposes  4 
Fabiani,  et  mrme  si  Ton  porte  en  deduction  les  frais  qui  peuvent  dtre 
envisages  comme  ayant  6t6  faits  sans  motifs  l<5gitimes. 

Toutes  les  autres  reclamations  de  I'^tat  consacr^  &  " la  liquidation  des 
sentences''  sont  6trang^res  an  litige  actuel;  c'est  le  cas  des  ''abus  de  con- 
fiance '^  et  **d<stonrnemenrs"  dont  il  a  ^t^  parl<^  plus  haut,  ainsi  que  des 
*^  annnit^s  dotales''  en  vertu  du  coutrat  de  mariage  du  20  avril  1867,  de  la 
perte  ^prouT<5e  sur  la  vente  des  marchandises  d'apros  la  transaction  du  31 
Janvier  1878,  etc.  Ces  sommes  n'^tant  pas  comprises  dans  la  sentence 
arbitrale  n'ont  pu  provoqner,  de  la  part  des  tribunaux  v^n^^zu^Iiens,  des 
d^n^gations  de  justice  dont  le  Gouvememeut  d^fendeur  serait  responsable 
aux  termes  du  compromis  de  1891. 

La  question  des  int^^rtHs  est  ri^servee  (voir  sub.  litt.  h  ci-apr^s). 

(4)  Parnii  les  roclamations  figurant  dans  I'^tat  B.  dommages  et  int^rdts, 
ies  seules  qui  puisseut  etre  prises  en  considi^ration,  dans  l'esp6ce,  sont 
celles  meutionui'es  sous  cbiffres  11,  12  et  19  de  I'expostS  des  faits  qui  pr€- 
cMe;  or  elles  sont  entn'^es  en  ligne  de  compte,  d6ji!i  lors  de  la  fixation  (voir 
sub.  3)  des  frais  d'oxt'cution  de  la  sentence  arbitrale.  Les  autres  indem- 
uit^s  n*ont  pas  leur  source  dans  ladite  sentence,  ni,  par  consequent,  dans 
son  d^fant  d  ex<^cution  ensuite  de  di'nogations  de  justice  imputables  aux 
tribunaux  du  Vonrzuela;  il  est  superflu,  dans  ces  conditions,  de  s'occuper 
des  dt'ductions  consenties  dans  IVtat  B.,  attendn  qu'elles  ont  trait  &  des 
postes  (^limin^  par  TArbitre. 

(5)  LVtat  C.  so  r<sfere  an  service  du  remorquage,  et  les  dommages  et 
intdrets  qu'il  comporte  ont  leur  origine  dans  le  retrait  de  ce  service  en 
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1884  Cette  question  a  6t6  tranch^e  k  propos  de  oelle  des  "faitsdn 
prince;"  Bans  discuter  ni^me  1e  point  de  savoir  si  le  Gouvemement  d^^fen- 
deur  n'6tait  pas  en  droit  de  d^noucer  le  coutrat  du  7  ddcembre  1874,  il  est 
<$yident  que  las  gains  dont  Fabiani  pretend  avoir  6t6  frustr^  par  cet  acte, 
ne  lui  ont  pas  6t6  enlevds  ^  raison  de  d<^.u<^gations  de  justice  qui,  seules, 
penvent  engager  la  responsabilit^*  du  V^nozu<^la  dans  I'instance  actaelle. 
II  s'agit  ici  pr6cis<^ment  d'un  de  ces  "faits  du  prince/'  sur  la  lcgitimit6  et 
lea  effets  duqnel  TArbitre  n'a  pas  a  se  pronoucer;  il  ne  lui  ^tait  permis  de 
Tappr^cier  qne  comnie  un  indice  des  dispositions  de  Tautorite  T^n^zn^l- 
ienne  envers  Fabiani  (voir  sub.  III.  ci-devant). 

(6)  Un  tort  considerable,  mat<^riel  et  surtont  moral  (<5tat  E.),  a  6t6  causes 
k  Fabiani  par  sa  declaration  de  failite  au  Venezuela,  la  fermetnre  de  ses 
etablissements  commerciaux  h,  Maracaibo,  les  embarras  financiers  dans 
lesqnels  11  a  6t6  fatal ement  plongd  et  Tabandon  force  de  sen  entreprises. 
Ce  domniage  pent  6tre  envisage  comme  la  consequence  immediate  des 
denegatious  de  justice,  puisque  anssi  bien  Fabiani  a  ete  mis  en  faillite  k 
Maracaibo  ponr  defaut  dc  paiement  de  somnies  inferieureH  de  beaucoup  k 
celles  que  I'ezecutiou  de  la  sentence  arbitrale  lui  aiirait  fait  recou^Ter. 
Le  Gouvernement  defendenr  ne  conteste  pas  que  Fabiani  possedait  des 
maisous  prosperes  au  Venezuela  et  h  Marseille,  du  moinsavant  les  demelcs 
judiciaires  dont  est  ne  le  present  litige;  et  les  motil's  de  la  sentence  arbi- 
trale, ainsi  que  d'antres  elements  de  la  cause,  roontrent  pue  le  ressortissant 
fran^ais,  dont  I'Etat  demandeur  a  pris  les  interests  en  mains,  etait  un 
negociant  serieux  et  houn^te,  auquel  le  reconvrement  de  ce  que  les  Ron- 
cayolo  lui  devaient  aurait  permis  d'escompter  largemeut  Taveuir.  Sa 
faillite,  determinee  par  les  denegations  de  justice  souvent  rappeies,  I'a 
profondement  atteint,  tant  dans  sa  situation  economique  que  dans  sa 
persounalite  tout  enti^re,  si  bien  que  Tallocation  d'une  indemnite  propor- 
tionnee  aa  dommage  subi  s'impose  de  ce  chef.  Au  reste,  Fabiani,  grdce 
5.  ses  connaissanoes,  i\  son  activite,  a  ses  nioyens  d'action,  ue  pouvait  man- 
qner,  dans  des  conditions  normal es,  d'accroitre  encore  la  consideration  et 
le  credit  dont  il  jonissait,  de  donuer  a  ses  entreprises  un  plus  grand  essor, 
et,  tres  probablement,  de  faire,  en  bus  du  gain  perdu  et  dont  il  sera  parld 
ci-apr6s,  d'antres  benefices  par  rexploitatiou  d^intres  sources  de  revenns; 
par  la  faute  des  autoritesjudiciaresdu  Venezuela,  il  a  perdu  tout  ensemble 
ses  biens  et  f^on  bonneur,  et  il  a  traverse  de  tri-s  penibles  epreuves.  Ce 
sent  1^  des  circonstances  except ionnel les,  dont  il  serait  injuste  de  mecon- 
naltrela gravite  et  decarter  Jcs consequences donimngeables, en luvoquant 
le  caract^re  international  de  la  contestation  nctuelle. 

Des  renseignements  precis  font  necessairement  dcfiint,  sur  certains 
points,  pour  etablir  avec  une  exactitude  absolun  le  niontant  de  la  repara- 
tion qui  est  legiteniement  due  a  Fabiani,  dans  les  limites  de  I'etat  E  de  la 
demande.  L'Arbitre,  appreciant  libremcnt  les  faits  de  la  cause,  evalue  k 
tr.  1,800,000  le  chilire  des  donunages  et  interets  representant  le  prejudice 
eprouve,  independameut  de  celui  reconnu  sous  11  tt.  b. 

h,  Dommape  indirect 

(1)  Les  dommages  et  interets  reclames  dans  I'etat  D  correspondent  aux 
sacrifices  faits  pour  le  maintien  do  Tindustrie  de  I'abiani  et  an  gain  dont 
il  a  ete  frnstre.  La  non-execution  de  la  sentence  arbitrale,  nou-execution 
provoquee  par  des  denis  de  justice,  a  cause  k  Fabiani  un  prejudice  indirect 
fix6  dans  la  demande  k  la  some  de  4^200,000  francs;  mais  11  importe  de  ne 
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pas  confondre  oe  dommage  avec  celai  dont  il  vient  d'etre  apl^r,  sons  litt.  a, 
chiflfre  6. 

AuBsi  bien,  il  y  a  lieu  d'admettre  ioi,  k  titre  de  compoDBation,  uniqaement 
r^qaivalent  da  dommage  qui  peut  dtre  cousid^r^  coiume  une  suite  de 
rimpo8sibilit<S  dans  laquelle  s'est  troav^  Fabiani,  i^raison  de  riDex^oution 
du  jugemeut  du  15  decern bre  1880,  de  faire  fnictifier  les  oapitaux  importants 
qui  lui  ^taient  dus  et  qu'il  aurait  recouvrds.  Le  inoyea  le  plus  sAr 
d'arriver  &  un  Evaluation  certaine,  e(it  4t6  de  consniter  les  livres  de  la 
maison  Fabiani  et  de  verifier  jusqu'd.  quel  point  ses  b^n^ficeB  avient 
HucoesHivement  diminuE  par  Peifet  dn  refus  ddguis^y  maispersistant,  des 
autoritds  v^n^zuEliennes,  de  proc^der  oa  do  laisser  procEder  k  TezEcution 
de  la  sentence  arbitrale.  Ces  livres  n'out  pas  6t6  prodoits,  et,  quoique  le 
dc^faut  de  production  de  ces  documeuts  paraisse  excusable,  les  indications 
foornies  dans  I'Etat  D  ne  constituent  pas  des  justifications  sufiQsantes 
de  tonte  rindemnitE  rdclam^e.  L'existence  d'un  dommage  indirect  n'en 
est  pas  moins  indubitable.  Ce  pr<^jadice  consiste  essentieilemen t,  non  pas 
dans  les  sacrifices,  prouvEs  d'une  maniere  incomplete,  que  Fabiani  aurait 
faits  pour  le  maintien  de  son  Industrie  et  dans  des  profits  plus  on  moins 
probables,  mais  dans  la  circonstance  que  les  souimes  dues  en  vertu  de  la 
seiitence  arbitrale  sont  demeur^es  inproductives  pendant  nombre  d'ann<5es, 
de  par  les  d(5nEgations  de  justice  commises  i\  sou  encontre  an  V^n^zn^la. 

Dans  la  demaude,  on  a  ajoutE  constamment  au  capital  des  reclamations 
formulces,  les  int<$r6ts  composes  qui  rentrent  plut6t  dans  les  indemnit^s  k 
allouer  pour  dommage  indirect.  II  convient,  k  ce  propos,  de  faire  observer 
que  les  arguments  iuvoqut^s  par  le  Gouvernement  d^fendeur  (D^en«e,  p. 
97  et  suiv.)  centre  la  prdtention  de  la  partie  adverse  d  «xiger  des  int^rdts 
ne  sont  nuUement  fond^s;  la  reuonciation  que  Ton  oppose  au  Gouverne- 
ment de  la  R<^publiqne  franyaise  ne  ooncerne  pas  la  pr^sente  contestation 
et  ne  saurait  ctre  entendue  an-deli!i  de  ses  termes ;  de  plus,  les  oonsid^ra- 
tions  juridiques  d^veloppdes  k  I'appui  de  la  these  de  PEtat  vEnEzuElien  ne 
sont  pas  ooncluantes,  pour  les  motifs  prEc6demment  expos<^s  et  qui  mon- 
trent  que  la  mesure  de  la  responsabilitE  de  FEtat  est  adequate  k  celle  de 
la  responsabilit($  des  autorit^s  fautives  elles-m^mes. 

SMI  en  e:st  ainsi,  on  doit  reconn.iitre  que  Fabiani  aurait  pu  faire  fructi- 
fier,  dans  ses  entreprises,  les  int^r^ts  simples  du  montant  des  condumna- 
tiouB  de  la  sentence  arbitrale,  dans  reventualit6  oti  il  n'auraitpas  6t4  vie- 
time  de  d.'negations  de  Justice.  La  capitalisation  d'iiit^rets  est  antoria^e 
en  raatiere  de  coraptes-cou rants  et  d'operations  analogues,  parce  que  le 
l^gislateur  presume  (lue,  dans  le  commerce,  I'argent  ne  reste  pas  impro- 
ductif  (cfr.  art.  335,  C.  f6d.  des  oblig.  et  Laurent,  op.  cit.,  Vol,  XVI,  u"348). 
Mais  Fabiani  n'a  droit  ii  des  inti^rots  compos<^s  que  pour  les  r<^clamations 
admises  sons  litt.  a,  chifTres  1  et  2,  qui  s'61('vent  k  la'  somme  totale  de 
746,656  fr.  51,  car  il  n'en  sanrait  dtre  question,  ni  k  regard  des  200,000 
francs  allou(^s  pour  frais  judiciaires,  ni  a  I'dgard  de  Findemnit^S  ferme  de 
1,800,000  francs  accordee  sous  litt.  a,  chifTre  6.  Les  intercts  composes  de 
la  somme  de  746,656  fr.  55  ne  rep r^seu tent  tontefois  pas,  dans  I'opiuion  de 
I'Arbitre,  le  gain  intc^gral  dont  Fabiani  a  6t6  fru8tr<S  par  le  non-recouvre- 
Hjent  dessommes  comprises  dans  la  sentence  arbitrale.  Si  Fabiani  avuit  pn 
tirer  parti  du  cessomnies  et  les  employer  dans  son  u^goce,  il  est  vraisem- 
blable  qu'il  aurait  fait  des  benefices  sup^rieurs  auz  int^rSts  composes  de 
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oe  oftpital  pendant  le  laps  de  temps  dnrant  leqnel  il  serait  antoris^  h  lea 
porter  en  coiupte.  Ainsi  qn'il  r^ulte  de  circonstances  <l^j&  relat<^ee,  il  avait 
dtrs  maisonH  de  commerce  prosp^res,  son  credit  ^tait  bien  6ta1>li,  see  res- 
Bourcea  ^talent  consid6rable9,  toates  ses  entreprises  paraissaient  assnr^es 
d'un  rapport  exceptionnellemeut  4\ev6;  les  d^ndgationa  de  jmitice  dont  il 
a  6ti  la  viotime  lui  ont  caiisi')  les  pertes  tres  graves  qui  viennent  ifetre 
rappel(5e8.  Ici,  de  nouveaii,  I'Arbitre  doit  appri^cier  librement,  snivant  la 
conviction  qn'il  a  pu.se  former,  et  il  jnge  equitable  d'dvalear  ^  Fr.  1,500.000 
ledomm  i;^e  indirect  subi  par  Fabiaui,  en  teuaut  compte  de  la  realisation 
de  rhypoth^ne  de  120,000  francs. 

(2)  Sar  les  pr.^judices  commerciaux  de  Fabiana  viendrait  se  greffer,  sni- 
vant  la  deinande,  le  domiuage  (^pronv^  danH  I'atfai/o  du  cheniiii  de  fer  de 
laCe.'ba.  Comme  1*^  montruut  les  cou8id<^Tation8  d^'veloppr^es  sons  ohiffre 
Y  infinct  il  n'est  point  ^tabli  que  B.  et  A.  Roucnyolo  ne  ne  seruieut  paa 
lib^rds,  atiu  pr^cis^meiit  d'arr^ter  route  proc<^dure  dirig^e  centre de.s  droits 
et  actions  d'uue  grande  valeur  It  n'est  pas  prouvo  davnntage  que  le  traos- 
fert  de  ces  droits  et  actions,  i\  d.  faut  mouiu  de  paiemt'ut,  se  seruit  n  'ces- 
sairment,  et  pour  leur  totality,  etfectn^  an  proHr.  de  Fabiani.  L'hypotb6se 
sar  laquelle  repose  cette  reclamation  de  24,000,000  de  francs  ayaut  6t6 
^cart.'e,  il  convient  de  faire  compl(^tement  abstraction  de  Tindeumit^  qai 
s'y  rapporte. 

0.  £n  ce  qui  concerne  lesfraie  de  la  prhenle  instance,  TArbitre,  constatant 
que  les  conclusions  de  la  demande  sent  adjugoes  en  principe,  mais  que 
I'exagdration  des  rt^clamatious  f  innnl^es  aeutra'n<^  des  d  pens  inutiles, 
met  les  frais  du  Qouvernemeut  deinau«Ieur,  liquid<^s  h  la  somme  de  Fr. 
100,000 — !\  la  cbarge  dn  Gonvcrnemeut  defendeur  et  compense  eutre  les 
parties  les  d^penn  de  I'arbitrage. 

VII.  De  ceqni  pr^cMe,  11  r^sulteqne  le  chififre  integral  de  Tindemnit^ 

alloa^e  s'^tablit  comme  suit: 

Francs. 

1.  D^bit  A.  Ronoayolo 424,17755 

2.  Recettes  du  pilotage 68,312.45 

3.  Recettes  du  remorqnage 254, 16U.  51 

4.  Frais  d'ex<^cntion 200, 000. 00 

5.  DommagHoans^  par  la  faillite 1,800,C0.>.00 

6.  Dommage  Indirect 1,500,000.00 

7.  Frais  du  demandour 100,000.00 

En  tout 4,346,656.51 

Par  ces  motifs. 

Prononck  : 

Le  Gouvernemeiit  des  Etats-Unisdu  Y^\\6zn6\Q,  paiera  \  Fabiani,  h  titre 
d'indemnite,  dans  les  termes  du  compromis  du  24  F<5vrier  1891,  tons  frais 
compris,  J  a  somine  tot  ale  de  qnatre  millions  troia  cent  qnarante-six  mille 
dnqnantp.-six  francs  cinquanfe  et  tin  centimta  (¥^.  4, 316, 656. 51),  avec  iut^rets 
h  cinq  pour  cent  I'an  dha  la  date  de  la  pn^'sente  sentence. 
Les  d^pens  de  1'arbitr:i<ro  Rpnt  compens^s  eutre  les  parties. 
Aiusi  fait  k  Berne,  le  treute  Ddcembre  1896. 

A.  Lachknal, 
President  de  la  Confe'd^ation  auisse. 


CLAIM  OF  PIEBI  DOMIHIftTIE  &  CO.— No.  6.« 


HEAD  NOTES. 

Prevention  by  the  chief  of  the  custom-house  at  Carupano  of  the  beneficial  use  of  the  tram- 
way entorpris*^  by  the  claimant  was  without  right  and  the  injuries  resulting  are  properly 
chai^able  to  the  respondent  Government. 

Suspension  of  the  tramway  traffic  by  order  of  the  municipal  council  of  Cartipano  is  equally 
without  right,  and  the  injuries  resulting  are  properly  chargeable  to  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment through  this  municipal  division  thereof. 

Suspension  of  the  tramway  traffic  by  order  of  the  municipal  council  of  Cartipano  that  the 
private  aqueduct  company  might  use  its  streets  to  lay  the  pipe  lines  of  the  company 
whereby  serious  injury  resulted  to  the  claimant  must  }ye  met  with  a  proper  recompense 
by  the  city  and  is  here  properly  chargeable  to  the  claimant  Government  through  and 
because  of  said  municipality. 

The  defects  and  faults  of  the  street  following  and  resulting  from  the  laying  of  these  pipe  lines 
by  the  aqueduct  company,  after  their  condition  was  known  to  the  city  and  they  were 
accepted  in  that  condition,  and  which  defects  and  faults  resulted  in  serious  injury  to  the 
claimant,  the  damages  resulting  are  properly  chargeable  to  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment through  this  municipality,  having  special  reference  to  the  fact  that  the  claimant 
had  resumed  use  of  the  streets  on  the  formal  statement  of  the  municipality  that  they 
were  in  proper  condition  thertifor. 

O  EXTRACT  FROM  THE   MINUTES  OF  THE   SITTING   OF  MAY    12,  1903. 

The  arbitrators  proceeded  then  to  the  examination  of  the  claim  presented  by  Messrs. 
Fieri  and  Nasica,  of  which  the  different  parties  are  the  object  of  the  following  decisions: 

The  claim  of  Mr.  Nasica,  amounting  to  1,500,000  bolivars,  is  rejected  by  the  commission; 
the  claim  of  the  Messrs.  Fieri  &  Co.,  amounting  on  the  one  hand  to  3,730,000  bolivars  and 
on  the  other  for  acts  posterior  to  May  23,  1899,  to  280,400  bolivars,  is  accepted  in  its  en- 
semble for  600.000  bolivars  by  M.  de  Ferctti. 

The  French  arbitrator  considers  that  the  continual  hindrances  brought  by  the  municipal 
authorities  of  Carupano  to  the  exploitation  of  the  line  of  tramways  have  rendered  the  latter 
so  difficult  that  the  rescission  of  the  contract  ought  to  be  pronounced.  In  exchange  for  the 
indemnity  which  he  demands  for  the  concessionary  the  city  of  Cariipano  will  remain  in 
possession  of  the  line,  of  the  depot,  and  of  the  cars  which  constitute  the  actual  material 
existing. 

M.  de  Feretti  adds  that  he  has  been  able  during  his  trip  to  Cartipano  to  prove  that  the  last 
war  had  completely  stopped  the  exploitation;  the  line,  of  which  the  rails  have  been  torn  up 
in  several  places,  is  cut  in  two  by  four  barricades;  the  depot,  which  has  .served  as  a  military 
liospital,  Is  partly  demolished  and  the  cars  have  almost  all  been  put  out  of  service. 

Doctor  Faul  is  in  favor  of  according  only  20,000  bolivars  to  Mr.  Fieri  for  the  destruction 
of  the  printing  office  and  150,000  Iwlivars  for  the  damage  caused  to  the  company  of  tram- 
ways by  the  last  war  and  for  the  abandonment  which  M.  Fieri  had  to  make  to  the  munici- 
pality of  Cartipano  of  the  concession  of  the  tramway,  of  the  depot,  and  of  the  material 
which  makes  up  the  exploitation  of  the  said  line.  He  refuses  to  acknowledge  for  the  inter- 
ested party  the  right  to  an  indemnity  from  the  fact  of  his  dispute  with  the  municipal 
authorities. 

Doctor  Fatal  presents  the  reading  of  the  memoir  containing  the  arguments  upon  which  he 
hsLSes  his  opinion.  After  the  discussion,  the  arbitrators  each  maintaining  his  opinion,  it  is 
agreed  that  this  claim  will  be  submitted  to  the  umpire. 

185 
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The  arrest  and  imprisoDment  of  the  claimant  on  the  oral  order  of  the  civil  chief  without  war- 
rant, his  detention  for  twenty-four  hours  in  prison,  and  his  subsequent  dLschai^  on  pay- 
ment of  the  jail  fee  without  intervention  of  court  or  tribunal  of  any  character  w  whoUy 
unjustifiable  and  is  a  proper  subject  of  indemnity. 

Tlie  losses  accruing  to  the  claimant  throug:h  the  sale  of  his  houses  not  being  the  direct  and 
approximate  result  of  any  cause  for  which  the  respondent  Government  is  responsible  no 
damages  can  accrue. 

Because  the  claimant  Government  and  the  respondent  Government  agreed  in  the  protocol 
constituting  this  commission  that  payment  of  awards  made  should  be  in  the  3  per  cent 
diplomatic  debt  of  Venezuela  and  because  that  such  diplomatic  debt  has  a  value  at 
present  very  much  l)elow  par,  it  is  urged  by  the  claimant  Government  that  the  umpire 
add  a  sufficient  amount  to  his  award  to  make  it  as- valuable  to  the  claimant  as  though 
the  award  was  payable  in  gold.  This  interfei-enco  with  the  solemn  compact  made 
between  the  two  nations  is  justified  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  Government  upon  the 
ground  of  the  inequality  which  exists  between  it  and  the  other  governments  which  have 
recently  had  arbitral  relations  with  the  res}X)ndent  Government.  The  arrangement  for 
payment  in  the  one  case  permitted  a  long  c'elay  in  payment,  without  interest.  This 
arrangement  requires  immediate  payment  thnMigh  its  diplomatic  debt  with  interest  at 
a  low  rate.  The  inequity,  therefore,  is  not  ver\-  pronounced,  and  if  it  were  the  umpire 
regards  himself  incompetent  to  make  the  award  suggested. 
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These  claims  amount  to  5,510,400  francs,  made  up  as  follows: 

Francs. 

Claim  of  Fieri  Dominique 3, 730, 000 

Claim  of  A.  L.  Nasica 1 ,  /500, 000 

Claim  of  Pieri  Dominique  &  Co 280, 400 

Total 5,510,400 

In  the  reconls  of  these  claims  there  are  connected  two  cl-.ims  for 
indenmity  aj2:ainst  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  presented  on  the  6th 
of  July,  1895,  to  the  governor  of  Martinique  by  L.  Nasica  for  the  sum  of 
1,500,000  francs  and  by  Pieri  Dominique  for  the  sum  of  3,730,000 
francs,  for  outrages  committed  against  their  persons  and  property  by 
the  people  and  authorities  of  Carupano,  on  the  21st  of  Jime,  1895. 
Besides,  other  documents  have  been  presented  according  to  which 
Pieri  Dominique  &  Co.  claim  the  sum  of  280,400  francs  for  several 
acts  originated  by  the  war  during  the  years  1901  and  1902  in  the  city 
of  Canlpano,  and  which,  it  is  alleged,  caused  damage  to  the  Tramways 
Enterprise,  the  property  of  Pieri  Dominique. 

Paragraph  3,  article  2,  of  the  proctocol  of  Paris,  dated  the  19th  of 
February  J 1902,  provides — 

that,  if  several  claims  for  indenmities  based  on  different  facts  are  presented  by  the  same 
claimant,  and  (me  of  them  is  iji  the  case  of  heing  fnihniitted  to  the  proceedinfj  established  in 
article  2,  the  other  shall  be  added  to  it  to  be  the  object  of  one  only  settlement. 

The  two  claims  for  indemnity  presented  by  Pieri  Dominique  are 
based,  the  one  on  facts  that  took  place  in  the  years  1895  to  1896  and 
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the  other  on  different  facts  occurred  in  1901  to  1902;  but,  as  the 
former  is  in  the  case  of  being  submitted  to  the  proceeding  established 
in  article  2  of  the  protocol,  the  latter  must  be  the  object  of  the  simul- 
taneous examination  of  this  commission,  that  one  same  decision  may 
be  rendered  concerning  both  of  them. 

The.  claim  of  A.  L.  Nasica  is  based  on  the  following: 

Annex  No.  55: 

Francs. 

1 .  The  destruction  of  a  printing  press  and  the  rohbery  of  all   the  material 

and  merchandise 600, 000 

2.  The  blows  and  wounds  received 600, 000 

3.  Tlie  physical  and  moral  sufferings  undergone  on  account  of  the  persecu- 

tion of  which  he  was  a  victim 300, 000 

Total 1,500,000 

That  of  Fieri  Dominique : 

Francs. 
1.  The  abandonment  of  the  Tramways  Enterprise,  the  exclusive  privilege  of 

which  was  to  last  38  years  and  the  average  revenue  of  which,  taking  as  a 

basis  the  progressive  increase,  may  be  valued  at  80,000  francs  a  year 3, 000, 000 

Annex  \o.  55: 

2.  Damage  done  on   the  day  of   the  outrage,  de^tniction  of  the  printing 

press,  of  a  large  part  of  the  tramway  material,  robbery  of  different 

objects,  and  demolition  of  a  part  of  the  immovable 70, 000 

3.  Forcible  and  difficult  realization,  in  view  of  the  absolute  want  of  security, 

of  twelve  houses,  the  yearly  rent  of  which  is  9,000  francs 300, 000 

4.  The  physical  and  moral  sufferings,  traveling  expense,  and  residence  out 

of  Venezuela,  far  from  his  family 360, 000 

Total ; 3,730,000 

The  evidence  presented  with  regard  to  the  facts  to  which  these  two 
claims  are  confined  having  been  examined,  it  is  found:  That  Fieri 
Dominique  bought  this  enterprise  at  a  public  auction  on  the  8th  of 
May,  1891,  in  the  town  of  Carupano,  from  the  liquidator  of  the  joint 
stock  company,  ''Tranvias  de  Cariipano,''  for  the  sum  of  38,500  bolivars. 
Fieri  Dominique  continued  the  exploitation  of  the  Carupano  Tramway 
w^ithout  any  obstacle  until  early  in  March,  1895,  when  he  desired  to 
build  a  branch  line  to  have  wagons  pass  before  the  custom-house,  and 
canydng  out  this  purpose,  he  laid  the  rails;  that  this  being  done,  the 
collector  of  customs,  who  was  absent  from  the  place,  notified  him  on  his 
return  from  Caracas,  of  the  order  to  remove  the  rails,  because  they 
obstructed  the  traffic  indispensable  for  the  operations  of  the  custom- 
house; that  at  the  same  time  the  municipal  council  ordered  Fieri  to 
stop  the  works  he  was  doing  on  the  tramway  line  until  after  the  com- 
mission of  surveyors  appointed  to  that  purpose  should  report  as  to 
whether  said  works  did  or  not  interfere  with  the  free  traflBc ;  that  Fieri 
obeyed  the  order  of  the  coimcil  and  even  requested  it  that  the  com- 
mission appointed  should  be  at  once  directed  to  examine  the  points  of 
the  line  that  he  would  indicate  and  that  required  to  be  repaired  in 
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order  to  render  traffic  comfortable  and  secure;  that  the  commission 
rendered  its  report  r.nd  expressed  the  opinion — 

that  the  portion  of  the  line  lying  between  the  wharf  and  the  custom-house  must  be  restored 
to  its  primitive  state — that  is  to  say,  to  that  m  which  it  was  before  the  contract  with  MesErs. 
D.  Fieri  &  Co.  had  been  entered  into;  that  the  municipal  council  approved  said  report  and 
ordered  the  same  to  be  transmitted  for  their  compliance  therewith  to  D.  Fieri  &  Co., 
said  company  being  free  to  establish  the  branch  line  in  the  lower  part  of  the  mound,  which 
it  was  its  duty  to  previously  bring  to  the  knowledge  of  the  council,  as  well  as  any  other 
reformation  it  might  in  the  future  pretend  to  make  on  the  general  line. 

It  also  appeared  to  be  proved  thut  Fieri  Dominique,  who  considered 
himself  prejucHced  in  the  rights  orr.  nted  him  by  his  concession,  did  not 
proceed  to  adduce  those  rights  in  a-  contentious  action  before  the  com- 
petent tribunals  of  the  State,  in  conformity  with  article  8  of  his  con- 
tract, but  on  the  10th  of  June,  1805,  he  issued  a  flying  sheet,  entitled: 
"To  the  public  and  to  justice,'^  in  which  he  qualified  in  insolent  terms 
the  action  of  the  collector  of  customs  and  of  the  municipj.1  council; 
that  a  few  days  after,  Fieri  Dominique,  being  associated  to  A.  L 
Nasica,  placed  him  in  charge  of  the  direction  of  a  printing  office  he  had 
in  the  s.ime  house  of  the  tramway  station,  and  there  the  first  issue  was 
edited  of  a  newspaper  entitled  "P]l  Eco  del  Oriente,''  which  contained 
an  editorial  article  written  by  Nasica,  offensive  to  the  local  constituted 
authorities  and  especially  depressive  for  the  people  of  Carupano;  that 
on  the  21st  of  June,  two  days  after  the  appearance  of  said  news- 
paper, the  place  where  the  printing  press  was  was  invaded  by  a  group 
of  people,  who  had  a  quarrel  with  Ni:sica,  the  result  of  which  was  that 
the  types  of  the  printing  press  were  thrown  to  the  street,  f,s  well  as  its 
materials;  that  Ni:sica  fled  with  some  confusion;  that  Fieri  hid  in  the 
house  of  a  friend,  and  that  both  of  them  cautiously  embarked  two  or 
three  days  after  for  the  island  of  Trinidad. 

The  alarm  consequenticJ  to  these  occurrences,  which  assumed  an 
especially  serious  character  for  the  numerous  French  colony,  that,  as 
is  well  known,  forms  the  principal  portion  of  the  merchants  of  Car6- 
pano,  gave  occasion  to  the  fact  that,  the  very  day  said  occurrences  took 
place,  said  colony  published  a  manifestation  signed  by  its  principal 
members  (Annex  No.  57),  in  which  the  following  protest  was  made: 

And  as  those  assertions  (those  copied  from  the  editorial  article  of  the  first  issue  of  El 
Eco  del  Orient*)  are  absolutely  untrue,  as  far  as  the  French  residing  in  this  region  of  the 
Republic  are  concerned,  we,  as  citizens  of  France,  declare  that  far  from  l)eing  the  objects 
of  hatred  and  pers<'cutions  we  have  l)een  treated  by  the  authorities  of  the  nation,  of  the 
state,  and  of  tlie  municipalities,  with  the  same  consideration  they  be,stowed  upon  us  before 
the  lamentable  interruption  of  the  diplomatic  relations  between  Venezuela  and  our  beloved 
native  land.  We  make  this  protest  because  we  believe  that  man  must,  in  all  the  acts  d 
his  life,  profess  fealty  to  truth  and  justice. 

On  the  same  date  another  manifestation  was  published,  signed  by 
the  same  French  citizens,  together  with  some  Venezuelans  (Annex  No. 
57)  in  which  it  is  stated : 

The  undersigned,  French  and  Venezuelan  citizens,  believe  it  to  be  their  duty  to  make 
it  to  appear  that  we  are  satisfied  with  the  actions  and  conduct  of  Gen.  Froilan  Caliman, 
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the  collector  of  customs,  in  the  maritime  custom  office  at  this  port,  who,  without  depart- 
ing from  the  route  of  the  law,  makes  efforts  to  contrive  the  means  of  facilitating  our  opera- 
tions with  said  office,  for  which  reason  we  rpco«niize  in  this  official  a  good  sen^ant,  who 
tries  to  maintain  the  national  Government  the  confidenre  of  which  he  enjo3^s,  in  high  repute; 
and  we  are  persuaded  that  his  presence  at  the  post  he  holds  constitutes  a  guaranty  for  our 
interests  and  a  security  for  the  honest  merchants  of  the  East. 

The  aforesaid  protest  and  manifestation  are  signed  by,  besides  other 
respectable  members  of  the  French  colony,  Messrs.  Franceschi  &  Co., 
Joucla  &  Co.,  Rafv^lli  Hermanos,  Augustin  Lucca  &  Co.,  A.  Vicentelli 
O.,  Vicentelli  &  S::ntelli,  Federico  Benedetti,  Andres  Pietri,  and  Juan 
A.  Auberon,  and  it  is  to  be  observed,  as  a  very  especi::l  circumstance, 
that  Messrs.  Francesclii  &  Co.  were  at  the  time  p.:rtners  of  Pietri 
Dominique  &  Co.  in  the  enterprise  of  the  Tramway  of  Canlpano. 

It  appears  proved  by  the  investigation  made  by  the  consular  agent 
of  France  at  Cartipano,  by  order  of  the  vice-consul  of  the  same  nation 
in  Caracas,  and  by  the  answers  given  to  said  consular  agent  by  Messrs. 
F.  Benedetti, Dr.  B.  Bermtidez,  J.  Blrscini, F.  Massiani,  Santos  Ermini, 
J.  Vicentelli  O.,  and  Joaquin  Iliques  OXamex  D  No.  7) : 

First.  That  a  mob  penetrated  the  house  where  Pieri's  printing  press 
was  and  threw  all  the  utensils  of  the  printing  press  into  the  streets. 

Second.  That  the  enterprise  of  the  Tramway  sulBFered  notliing  by 
that  event,  it  being  untrue  that  a  part  of  the  tramway  station  was 
destroyed. 

Third.  That  what  happened  to  Pieri's  printing  press  was  due  to  an 
insulting  and  degrading  editorial  article  of  the  paper  edited  at  said 
printing  office  and  directed  against  the  local  and  national  authorities 
and  the  citizens. 

Fourth.  That  it  was  the  people  who,  in  a  moment  of  indignation 
against  those  who  injured  it,  exercised  that  vengeance. 

Fifth.  That  it  is  untrue  that  the  mob  went  to  and  entered  the 
private  house  of  Pieri  Dominique. 

Sixth.  That  no  superior  official  of  the  custom-house,  no  member  of 
the  municip..l  council,  no  loci\l  authority  was  among  the  assailants  of 
the  printing  press. 

Seventh.  That  the  police  only  arrived  too  late  at  the  place  where  the 
event  took  place  and  that  it  did  not  know  how  to  show  the  energy  or 
the  activity  necessary  to  prevent  the  disorder. 

Eighth.  That  Pieri  and  N:.sica  were  hidden  for  two  or  three  days  in  a 
private  house  and  then  abandoned  the  country,  going  by  land  via  Rio 
Caribe  and  Yi  guaraparo. 

Ninth.  That  there  was  no  arrest  and  no  investigation  made  by  the 
local  authorities;  and 

Tenth.  That,  in  view  of  the  condition  of  the  printing  press,  that  was 
worked  by  the  hands  and  the  long  time  it  had  been  in  use  those  who 
knew  it  only  give  it  a  value  of  4,000  francs. 
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For  the  best  appreciation  of  these  events  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator 
considers  the  definition  given  by  the  vice-consul  of  France  in  Caracas 
in  an  official  note  dated  the  5th  of  May,  1896,  addressed  to  his  excel- 
lency Mr.  Ilanotaux,  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  of  the 
character  of  the  two  parties  interested  in  the  claim,  Messrs.  Fieri  and 
Nasica,  in  the  following  words : 

Mr.  Fieri  has  a  pretty  great  natural  intelligence,  very  little  instruction,  an  iron  temper, 
and  an  obstinacy  equal  to  his  temper.  lie  possesses  a  most  inveterate  sentiment  of  prop- 
erty, and  openly  resists  whomsoever  violates  his  rights,  and  that  with  very  little  patience, 
for  his  violent  temper  is  not  guided  by  learning  or  prudence. 

Mr.  Nasica  is  little  recommendable  a  personage,  who  puts  his  intelligence  and  learning 
to  the  service  of  all  his  vices.     Wherever  he  has  been  he  has  left  victims. 

And  further  on  the  same  note  says : 

As  Mr.  Fieri  had  a  printing  press,  Nasica,  who  has  an  easy  pen,  advised  Fieri  to  establLsh 
a  newspaper  to  defend  his  interests  and  those  of  the  colony.  No  member  of  the  colony 
approved  this  idea,  but  Mr.  Fieri,  mastered  by  Nasica  and  feeling  af^ieved  in  his  interest-s, 
accepted  the  proposal,  and  A7  Eco  del  Oiiente  was  established.  The  terms  of  its  articl<« 
are  very  violent  and  could  only  be  permitted  to  the  natives. 

The  opinion  expressed  by  the  vice  consul  of  France  regarding 
Nasica  is  ratified  in  more  vivid  colors  in  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Jean  Toussaint  Santi,  a  proprietor  at  Ajaccio  (Corsica),  before  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Venezuela  on  the  18th  of  August,  1895, 
a  copy  of  which  is  inserted  in  these  records.     Santi  states  therein — 

that  he  knew  NasicA  as  l)eing  a  man  capable  of  all  the  acts  of  meanness  that  a  perverse 
mind  might  perform,  and  that  he  knew,  moreover,  that  he  belongs  to  a  family  of  outlaws 
and  criminals. 

It  does  not  appear  in  the  records  that  Nasica  took  au}^  other  step 
after  he  presented,  in  company  wdth  Mr.  Fieri,  to  the  governor  of 
Martinique  his  claim  for  a  part  of  the  indemnity,  amounting  to 
1,500,000  francs,  in  which  he  entered  as  pertaining  to  him  the  same 
printing  press  pertaining  to  Fieri  and  valued  it  at  the  sum  of  600,000 
francs.  After  having  taken  into  consideration  all  the  foregoing  state- 
ments, w^hich  are  proved  by  the  records,  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator  is 
of  opinion  that  the  destruction  of  the  printing  press  of  Mr.  Fieri 
Dominique  was  the  deed  of  a  popular  vengeance  against  those  appear- 
ing responsible  for  the  injurious  writings  of  the  newspaper  which  was 
edited  in  said  printing-press;  that  the  enterprise  of  the  tramway  did 
not  sustain  any  damage  through  those  occurrences,  and  it  appears 
from  the  records  that  the  service  of  the  enterprise  was  not  interrupted ; 
that  the  damage  done  to  Fieri  by  the  destruction  of  the  printing  press 
does  not  exceed  4,000  bolivars,  and  that  for  said  damage  only  the 
authors  of  or  accomplices  in  the  aggression  were  responsible;  that  this 
responsibility  ought  to  have  been  alleged  in  pleading  by  the  owner  of 
the  printing  press  against  those  condemned  as  authors  of  or  accom- 
plices in  the  facts  occurred  on  the  21st  of  June,  1895;  that  the  want  of 
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energy,  of  which  the  police  gave  proofs,  to  stop  or  prevent  the  aggres- 
sion of  the  mob,  and  the  omission  on  the  part  of  the  competent 
authorities  to  have  the  preparatory  proceedings  instituted  in  order  to 
prosecute  the  respective  criminal  suit  against  those  appearing  to  be 
guilty,  render  them  liable  to  responsibility  for  noncompliance  with 
their  duties;  that  it  must  also  be  taken  into  consideration  that  the 
conduct  of  Fieri  and  Nasica  renders  them  largely  responsible  for  the 
provocation  that  gave  rise  to  the  popular  mob. 

Appreciating  in  a  spirit  of  justice  all  these  circumstances,  the  Vene- 
zuelan arbitrator  is  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  largest  indemnity  to 
be  allowed  to  Fieri  Dominique  for  the  destruction  of  his  printing  press 
and  the  damages  which  were  the  consequence  thereof  is  the  sum  of 
20,000  bolivars,  and  he  hereby  allows  it  for  this  respect. 

In  regard  to  the  other  facts  and  consequences  alleged  by  the  claim- 
ant relative  to  the  enterprise  of  the  tramway,  to  the  abandonment 
thereof,  the  forcible  and  diflicult  disposal  of  the  houses  pertaining  to 
him,  and  to  moral  sufferings  proceeding  from  his  being  far  from  his 
family,  they  are  destitute  of  all  ground  and  proof  and  are  inconsistent 
to  serve  as  the  basis  of  the  claim  he  pretends. 

Far  from  proving  that  Fieri  Dominique  abandoned  his  enterprise 
on  account  of  the  events  of  the  21st  of  June,  1895,  the  documents 
produced  show  that  the  tramway  continued  to  run  without  interrup- 
tion immediately  after  those  events  and  that  the  exploitation  of  the 
business  was  continued  for  several  years;  that  Fieri  Dominique 
returned  to  Cariipano  in  March,  1896,  and  resumed  the  management 
of  his  enterprise  without  any  menace  or  aggression  against  his  person; 
that  according  to  the  avowal  made  by  Fieri  before  this  tribunal,  as 
appears  from  the  records  of  the  proceedings  of  the  sitting  of  the  9th 
instant,  Fieri  bought  five  or  six  years  ago — that  is  to  say,  after  the 
occurrences  of  the  21st  of  June,  1895 — from  the  firm  of  Franceschi  & 
Co.,  which  was  associated  in  the  enterprise  of  the  tramway,  the  interest 
of  the  latter  in  the  business  for  the  sum  of  24,000  francs,  which  fact 
evidently  proves  that  the  assertion  is  groundless  that  Fieri  was  com- 
pelled to  give  up  the  enterprise,  for  the  abandonment  of  which  he 
claims  the  sum  of  3,000,000  francs. 

The  questions  arisen  between  the  municipal  council  o^  (^artipano  and 
the  enterprise  of  the  tramway  on  account  of  the  drawing  of  the  line, 
of  the  construction  of  the  waterworks  and  the  breaking  of  a  bridge  by 
the  rains,  which  have  been  alleged  to  show  the  animosity  of  the  author- 
ities against  the  enterprise,  do  not  absolutely  prove  that  attitude. 
These  questions  are  those  that  ordinarily  occur  between  municipal 
corporations  and  the  enterprises  directly  connected  with  the  traffic  and 
public  works  in  the  streets  of  a  towTi.  The  local  laws  and  the  con- 
tracts provide  the  manner  in  which  they  are  to  be  determined,  the 
interested  parties  applying  in  due  time  to  the  competent  judicial 
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officials.  It  appears  from  the  records  that  Fieri  Dominique  abstained 
from  following  the  procedure  established  by  the  laws  and  by  his  con- 
tract and  accepted  the  facts,  continuing  the  exploitation  of  the  tram- 
way under  the  conditions  and  circumstances  that  were  the  result  of 
the  report  of  the  commission  of  surveyors  and  of  the  orders  of  the 
municipal  council  of  Cariipano.  As  regards  the  construction  of  the 
waterworks,  if  they  temporarily  prejudiced  the  interests  of  the  tram- 
way company,  it  had  an  action  against  the  joint  stock  company 
*^Acueducto  de  Cartipano,"  of  which  Mr.  Vicente  Giuliani  Franceschi, 
a  member  of  the  firm  Franceschi  &  Co.,  associated  in  the  enterprise 
of  the  tramway,  was  the  president.     (Annex  50.) 

For  all  the  reasons  aforesaid  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator  considers 
entirely  groundless  the  claim  for  indemnity  entered  by  Fieri  Dominique 
against  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  as  far  as  it  concerns  the  enter- 
prise of  the  tramway  of  Cartipano  up  to  the  23d  of  May,  1899,  amount- 
ing to  the  sum  of  3,660,000  bolivars. 

Posterior  to  that  date  it  appears  proved  that  from  March,  1902,  on 
account  of  the  several  attacks  that  the  town  of  Cariipano  has  suffered 
on  the  part  of  revolutionary  troops  and  of  the  National  Government 
the  enterprise  of  the  tramway  has  sustained  damages,  its  traffic  having 
been  completely  interrupted;  that  at  several  points  the  rails  have  been 
forced  out  and  the  line  cut  by  barricades;  that  the  draft  animals  of  the 
tramway  were  taken  by  the  military  forces  commanded  by  Gen. 
Calixto  Escalante;  that  the  wagons  and  carts  have  sustained  deterior- 
ations and  are  unserviceable  on  account  of  the  occupation  of  the  sta- 
tion and  depot  buildings  by  troops  of  the  government  quartered 
therein.  It  also  appears  proved  that  Fieri  Dominique  is  compelled 
to  abandon,  as  he  did,  the  exploitation  of  his  contract  by  the  circum- 
stances narrated  and  that  in  virtue  of  that  abandonment  he  has  offered 
before  the  legation  of  France  to  leave  the  depot  building,  the  rails, 
wagons,  and  all  the  materials  and  implements  used  in  the  exploitation 
to  the  benefit  of  the  municipal  council  of  Cariipano,  putting  an  end 
to  the  concession  and  waiving  any  claim  that  might  derive  therefrom 
in  his  behalf.  Appreciating  in  their  just  value  the  damages  sustained 
by  the  enterprise /rom  the  interruption  of  the  traffic  in  March j  1902,  arid 
the  seizure  of  its  animals  up  to  the  last  occurrences  the  equitable  and 
proved  value  of  the  materials,  deposit,  and  of  all  that  constituted  its 
working  capital,  which,  as  appears  from  the  records,  cost  for  Fieri  the 
sum  of  62,000  bolivars,  as  well  as  of  the  other  circumstances  which 
represent  for  Fieri  the  gain  frustrated  of  his  enterprise,  and  in  view  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  town  of  Cartipano  had  been  placed, 
on  account  very  especially  of  the  continued  revolutions  which  from  four 
years  ago  have  rendered  that  kind  of  enterprise  almost  unproductive, 
even  in  towns  like  Caracas,  which  have  not  been  the  theater  of  deeds 
of  arms,  the  arbitrator  is  of  opinion  that  the  largest  indemnity  that 
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may  be  allowed  to  Fieri  Dominique  for  all  those  reasons  is  the  sum  of 
150,000  bolivars. 

As  to  the  claim  of  L.  Nasica  for  the  sum  of  1,500,000  francs,  Nasica 
having  no  right  to  the  printing  press  destroyed,  no  share  pertains  to 
him  in  the  indemnity  allowed  for  said  destruction;  and  as  the  other 
particulars  on  which  he  bases  his  claim  for  indemnity  are  entirely 
groundless  and  show  by  themselves  the  indecorous  condition  of  this 
claim,  it  is  absolutely  disallowed. 

In  short,  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator  is  of  opinion  that  as  full  indem- 
nification the  sum  of  170,000  bolivars  should  be  allowed  to  Fieri,  with 
the  declaration  of  his  abandoning  in  favor  of  the  municipal  coimcil  of 
Carlipano  the  concession  of  the  tramway,  the  depot,  the  stock  in 
hand,  and  all  the  material  of  exploitation. 

Caracas,  May  12,  190S. 

NOTE  BT  THE  VENEZUELAN  COMMISSIONER. 

Francs. 
This  claim,  in  its  part  concerning  Fieri  Dominique  &  Co.  and  Fieri  Dominique, 

for  the  suras  of 3, 730, 000 

and 280,400 

Total 4,010,400 

was  accepted  by  the  French  arbitrator  for  the  sum  of  600,000  bolivars,  rejecting  the  claim 
of  Nasica  for  1,500,000  francs.  The  part  relative  to  Fieri  was,  therefore,  referred  to  the 
decision  of  the  umpire. 

Caracas,  tht  date  above  written. 


OVUSTLOJS  OF  THE  FRENCH  COMMISSIONEB. 

As  is  shown  by  the  minutes  of  the  session  of  the  mixed  commission 
of  May  12,  1903,  the  Venezuelan  and  French  arbitrators  have  both 
considered  that  Mr.  Fieri  had  presented  a  well-founded  claim  and  that 
he  was  entitled  to  an  indemnity.  But  Doctor  Patil  and  myself  have 
differed  in  opinion  upon  the  amount  of  this  indenmity.  While  I  have 
reduced  to  600,000  bolivars  the  sum  of  4,010,400  bolivars  claimed 
by  the  party  interested ,  my  colleague  has  reduced  it  to  1 70,000  bolivars. 
It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator,  in  conformity  with  the 
opinion  of  the  French  arbitrator,  has  pronounced,  like  him,  the  rescis- 
sion of  the  contract  which  bound  the  contractor  to  the  municipality  of 
Cartipano  to  abandon  to  this  latter  in  o.c^iange  for  an  indemnity  * '  the 
concession  of  the  tramway,  the  depot,  and  the  material  which  consti- 
tutes the  exploitation  of  the  line. ' '  Doctor  Patil  is  then  convinced  that 
Mr.  Fieri  finds  himself,  not  through  his  own  fault,  but  because  of  a 
position  he  has  been  compelled  to  assume,  unable  to  recommence 
work  in  his  concession,  and  this  inability,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  due  to 
a  state  of  war.  It  is  solely  based  upon  the  malevolence  of  the  munici- 
pality of  Cartipano  and  the  determination  of  the  authorities  of  the 
S.  Doc.  533,69—1 13 
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State  and  the  city  to  deprive  Mr.  Fieri  of  a  concession  they  wish  to 
operate  themselves.  At  the  time  of  my  visit  to  Cartipano  I  was 
able  to  prove  de  visu  that  the  last  war  had  completely  arrested  the 
exploitation;  the  rails  had  been  torn  up  and  in  several  places  had  been 
cut  in  two  by  four  barricades.  The  depot,  which  had  been  used  for  a 
military  hospital,  was  partly  demolished  by  shells,  and  the  cars  had 
nearly  all  been  put  out  of  service,  but  all  these  damages  were  reparable. 
Since  March,  1903,  Cartipano  has  been  cleared  of  revolutionary 
bands.  Since  the  month  of  July  last  the  present  Government  has 
finally  triumphed  over  the  revolution  and  caused  peace  to  reign 
throughout  the  Venezuelan  territory.  Dossier  No.  8,  prepared  after 
May  12,  1903,  proves  that  Mr.  Fieri  was  not  able  to  take  up  the 
exploitation  of  his  enterprise  because  of  the  hostility  of  a  part  of  the 
'  population,  hostility  which  has  the  same  causes  as  the  malevolence  of 
the  State  and  municipal  authorities,  if  indeed  the  latter  does  not 
explain  and  has  not  created  the  former. 

Why,  then,  after  having  recognized  implicitly  the  impossibility  of 
Mr.  Pieri's  renewing  the  exploitation,  doeS  Doctor  Pafll  refuse  "  to 
I  acknowledge  for  the  interested  party  the  right  to  an  indemnity,  from 

I  the  fact  of  his  dispute  with  the  municipal  authorities,''  when  the  said 

** disputes''  (d6m616s)  have  truly  caused  this  impossibility?  More- 
over, does  not  this  refusal,  folio-wing  the  payment  of  the  indemnity  of 
170,000  bolivars  for  damages  caused  by  the  incident  of  1895  and  the 
civil  war,  show  clearly  that  even  in  the  mind  of  the  Venezuelan  arbi- 
trator the  170,000  bolivars  do  not  represent  an  indemnity  sufficient 
for  all  the  damages  of  every  nature  to  which  Mr.  Fieri  was  subjected, 
including  the  loss  of  the  concession  % 

In  fixing  at  600,000  bolivars  the  indemnity  to  be  accorded  to  Mr. 
Fieri,  who  claimed  4,010,400  bolivars,  I  have  desired  to  accord  him  a 
sum  which  might  represent  exactly  the  material  damage  which  has  been 
I  caused  him.     I  have  not  wished  to  increase  it  by  a  special  indemnity 

I  which  would  be  of  a  penal  character  for  the  State  and  municipal 

I  authorities.     The  latter,  however,  would  have  merited  it  because  of 

the  stubbornness  with  which  they  have  unjustly  pursued  and  tor- 
i  mented  a  citizen  stranger,  the  possessor  of  a  perfectly  regular  con- 

tract.    It  seems  from  numerous  authentic  pieces  of  evidence  contained 
I  in  the  dossier  and  from  information  that  I  have  gathered  on  {he 

spot  that  the  enterprise  of  the  tramway  of  Cariipano  has  brought  in 
and  can  bring  in  for  the  future  to  the  concessionary  from  30,000  to 
40,000  bolivars  a  year.  If  one  does  not  take  into  account  the  high 
return  of  money  in  Venezuela,  more  than  a  million  of  capital  should  be 
allowed  to  Mr.  Fieri.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  well  to  remark  that 
according  to  the  common  opinion  of  the  two  arbitrators  Mr.  Fieri 
ought  to  abandon  the  concession  to  the  municipality.  The  latter  ^tJI 
be  anxious  to  exploit  it,  and  the  benefits  which  it  will  receive  will  rep- 
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resent  almost  exactly  in  capital  the  indemnity  accorded  to  Mr.  Fieri. 
Venezuela  would  thus  withdraw  without  disadvantage  from  the  unfor- 
tunate position  in  which  the  actions  of  the  local  authorities  of  Cartipano 
have  thrust  her. 

Finally,  it  is  to  be  considered  that  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
protocol  this  indemnity  must  be  paid  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt 
and  not  in  gold.  From  the  fact  of  this  concession  consented  to  by  the 
French  Government  to  permit  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  settle 
its  debts  with  greater  ease  the  amount  of  the  indemnity  is  found  to  be 
really  reduced.  The  real  amount  of  these  bonds  is  far,  at  this  time, 
from  reaching  half  their  nominal  value.  The  granting  to  Mr.  Fieri  of 
an  indemnity  of  600,000  bolivars  would  then  permit  the  Venezuelan 
Government  to  free  itself  for  240,000  or  250,000  bolivars  from  a  claim 
the  settlement  of  which  would  assure  to  the  Venezuelan  administra- 
tion an  annual  income  of  30,000  to  40,000  bolivars. 

March  25,  1904. 

ADDITIONAL  OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZtlELAN  COMMISSIONEB. 

I  must  call  the  honorable  umpire's  attention  to  the  fact  that  when  I 
agreed  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  commissioner  declaring  the 
rescission  of  the  contract  binding  the  claimant  to  the  municipality  of 
Cartipano,  and  the  abandonment  to  the  latter,  for  an  indemnification 
of  the  concession,  such  as  it  is,  the  deposit  made  and  the  materials 
destroyed  or  damaged,  for  which  in  my  opinion  I  stated  that  Mr. 
Fieri  should  also  be  indemnified,  I  was  not  prompted  by  the  fact,  as 
the  French  commissioner  avers,  that  I  was  convinced — 

that  Mr.  Fieri  finds  himself,  not  through  his  own  fault,  but  because  of  a  position  he  has 
been  compelled  to  a.ssuroe,  unable  to  recommence  work  in  his  concession, 

and — 

that  inability  is  not  due  to  a  state  ot  war,  adds  my  colleague,  but  is  solely  based  upon  the 
malevolence  of  the  municipality  of  Cartipano,  and  the  determination  of  the  authorities  of 
the  State  and  the  city  to  deprive  Mr.  Fieri  of  a  concession  the}'  wished  to  operate  themselves. 

In  my  written  opinion  read  at  the  meeting  of  May  12,  1903,  which, 
translated  into  English,  I  submit  herewith  to  the  honorable  umpire, 
there  is  nothing  whatever  to  show  the  conviction  ascribed  to  me  by 
my  learned  colleague,  and  I  can  not  let  such  statements  go  unchal- 
lenged, as  such  motives  are  entirely  foreign  to  the  reasons  I  had  to 
form  my  opinion  in  this  case. 

I  have  declared  the  rescission  of  the  contract  between  Mr.  Fieri  and 
the  municipality  of  Car6pano,  because  from  th^  statements  made  by 
Mr.  Fieri  in  his  claim,  his  decided  will  to  discontinue  the  operation  of 
the  Cartipano  tramway  is  clearly  shown,  and  because  about  the  time 
the  claim  was  entered  (February,  1903)  and  at  the  time  we — the  two 
commissioners — rendered  ow  decision  (May  12, 1903),  Cartipano  waa 


196  DOMINIQUE   &    CO.  CASE. 

in  a  state  of  siege  because  of  the  continuation  of  the  revolutionary 
movement  led  by  Greneral  Rolando,  which  ended  in  July,  after  the 
attack  and  capture  of  Ciudad  Bolivar.  These  facts  are  universally 
known. 

I  have  endeavored,  in  my  opinion,  since  Mr.  Fieri  showed  his  pur- 
pose to  abandon  the  operation  of  the  tramway  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  circumstances  at  the  time  did  not  permit  the  immediate 
renewal  of  the  operation  of  the  line  because  of  the  seizure  and  destruc- 
tion of  the  materials,  to  conciliate  thg  private  interests  of  the  claimant 
and  his  manifest  will  to  abandon  the  business,  with  the  interests  of  the 
community,  which  could  not  be  left  at  the  mercy  of  a  person  who, 
during  his  intercourse  with  the  local  authorities,  had  shown  himself  not 
to  be  animated  by  a  conciliatory  spirit,  but,  on  the  contrary,  by  the 
earnest  desire  to  constantly  provoke  disagreements  and  scandals. 

To  estimate  the  amount  of  a  just  indemnification,  I  have  used  the 
data  furnished  by  the  documents  submitted  on  the  real  cost  of  the 
business,  the  value  of  the  building  or  depot  and  that  of  the  rolling 
stock,  cars  in  use,  and  animals.  I  have  not  estimated  any  exag- 
gerated, imaginary,  or  eventual  profits,  because  the  determination  of 
Mr.  Fieri  to  discontinue  the  operation  of  the  tramway  line  plainly 
showed  that  the  business  does  not  yield  profits,  but  losses,  because  of 
the  decline  of  business  in  Venezuela  by  reason  of  continued  revolu- 
tions and  the  considerable  falling  off  in  price  of  the  principal  export 
product  of  the  country.  In  proof  of  this,  there  is  the  fact  that  the  two 
tramway  lines  existing  in  Caracas,  where  there  has  been  no  fighting 
and  where  there  is  a  population  of  80,000  inhabitants,  have  not  been 
able  to  pay  dividends  to  their  stockholders  for  the  last  four  years,  and 
that  the  stock  is  quoted  below  50  per  cent. 

The  decided  purpose  the  French  commissioner  ascribes  to  the 
authorities  of  the  State  and  the  city  of  depriving  Fieri  of  the  grant 
they  wish  to  operate  themselves  does  not  seem  to  have  odier  founda- 
tion than  the  statement  made  by  the  French  consular  agent  in  a  com- 
munication to  his  minister  in  Paris  February  10,  1897,  to  the  effect 
that  General  Rolando,  then  President  of  the  State  of  Bermtidez,  had 
made  Mr.  Fieri  a  proposition  to  buy  the  tramway  for  a  sum  in  the 
neighborhood  of  35,000  francs.  General  Rolando  ceased  to  be  the 
chief  authority  of  the  State  of  Bermddez  eight  years  ago,  and  it  has 
not  been  established  that  the  authorities  which  succeeded  him  in  the 
State  and  city  of  Cartipano  have  desired  either  to  buy  or  to  take  the 
business.  The  sum  of  35,000  francs  which  we  are  told  General 
Rolando  offered  during  an  era  of  peace  and  prosperity  in  the  State  of 
Bermfldez  being  far  below  the  sum  I  have  granted,  plainly  shows  how 
exaggerated  is  the  estimate  made  by  my  learned  colleague,  fixing  in 
the  sum  of  600,000  bolivars  the  indemnification  of  Mr.  Fieri. 
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I  had  not  in  mind,  as  my  learned  colleague  implies  in  his  brief,  when 
I  declared  for  the  abandonment  by  Mr.  Fieri  of  the  tramway  conces- 
sion to  the  municipality,  that  the  latter  would  hasten  to  operate  it  and 
that  the  profits  derived  from  such  operation  should  approximately 
represent  the  indemnity  granted  Mr.  Fieri.  Far  from  this,  my  sincere 
belief,  which  no  one  can  suspect  of  being  biassed,  is  that  under  the 
present  condition  of  business  in  Venezuela,  and  especially  in  the  towns 
of  the  eastern  section  of  the  country,  which  have  suffered  more  than 
any  others  from  the  effects  of  the  last  revolution,  the  operation  of  a 
tramway  line  in  a  town  like  Cartipano  is  unproductive  and  that  neither 
the  authorities  nor  the  municipality  of  that  city  have  any  interest 
whatever  in  becoming  the  owners  of  such  line.  I  make  this  statement, 
in  case  the  honorable  umpire  should  in  his  award  deem  It  more 
equitable  for  both  parties  that  Mr.  Fieri  continue  the  operation  of  the 
concession  of  the  Cariipano  tramway,  since  he  now  desires  it,  during 
the  years  his  contract  has  to  run  and  to  limit  the  indemnification  which 
should  then  be  granted  to  him  to  the  value  of  the  mules  and  material 
either  lost  or  damaged  by  the  Government  forces  during  the  military 
operations  of  the  last  war. 

This  statement,  which  I  make  as  the  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  is 
the  more  indispensable,  as  in  the  latest  brief  submitted  by  the  French 
commissioner  it  is  not  only  stated,  but  affirmed,  that  according  to 
evidence  obtained  after  May  12,1 903 — date  of  our  respective  opinions — 
Mr.  Fieri  has  been  prevented  from  renewing  the  operation  of  the  tram- 
way because  of  the  hostility  shown  by  a  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Cardpano.  While  this  assertion  has  no  other  support  than  the  word 
of  the  party  concerned  and  lacks  corroboration  by  trustworthy  evi- 
dence to  give  it  weight,  it  shows  the  intention  to  convey  to  the  mind  of 
the  honorable  umpire  an  impression  different  from  the  true  situation 
which  the  Carupano  tramway  concern  occupies  as  a  profitable  business 
in  order  to  obtain  a  compensation  for  future  profits  entirely  unjustified. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  notes  and  letters  appended  to  the  brief  of  the 
French  commissioner,  as  Exhibit  8,  deal  with  facts  subsequent  to 
May  12,  1903,  when  the  two  commissioners  investigated  and  rendered 
their  decision  on  Mr.  Fieri's  claim,  and  the  production  of  the  same  at 
this  time  before  the  honorable  umpire  is  contrary  to  the  rules  of  pro- 
cedure governing  this  commission,  since  it  can  not  deal  with  facts  other 
than  those  which  have  taken  place,  according  to  the  extended  juris- 
diction granted  by  paragraph  2,  article  2,  of  the  Faris  protocol,  up  to 
the  date  of  the  23rd  of  May,  1903. 

I  must  take  advantage  of  this  opportunity  to  challenge  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  French  commissioner  at  the  end  of  every  one  of  his 
briefs  of  the  fact  that,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  the 
indemnities  awarded  by  this  commission  are  payable  in  3  per  cent 
bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt,  and  that  from  this  concession  granted  by 
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the  Govemment  of  France  to  that  of  Venezuela  to  facilitate  the  pay- 
ment of  the  latter's  debts,  it  appears  that  the  amount  of  the  indemnity 
is  greatly  reduced  at  present,  as  the  real  value  of  said  bonds  is  not  one- 
half  of  their  nominal  value.  The  honorable  umpire  will  find  on  page 
499,  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston's  Report,  in  the  case  of 
the  Decauville  Company  before  this  same  commission,*  my  opinion  as 
the  Venezuelan  commissioner,  altogether  rejecting  the  claimant's  con- 
tention that  an  allowance  should  be  made  to  compensate  for  the  lowest 
cash  value  the  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt  might  obtain.  The  French 
commissioner,  in  his  decision,  concurred  in  my  opinion,  by  which  it 
was  acknowledged  that  the  commission  had  no  jurisdiction  to  alter  or 
change  the  method  of  payment  established  by  the  protocol,  by  advanc- 
ing theories  which  might  affect  the  nominal  value  of  the  bonds  of  the 
diplomatic  debt,  as  such  method  of  settlement  on  the  part  of  Vene- 
zuela of  the  sums  awarded  bj^  the  commission  was  a  matter  exclusively 
concerning  the  two  contracting  parties  and  in  no  wise  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  arbitration  commission,,  called  upon  to  examine 
only  the  proofs  of  the  facts  and  the  justice  and  sound  foundation  of  the 
claims  for  indemnification,  estimating  the  measure  of  damages  by  the 
established  proof  of  such  damages  and  not  by  the  kind  of  money, 
whether  cash  or  bonds,  in  which  Venezuela  is  to  discharge  the  awarded 
liability. 

In  regard  to  the  other  points  covering  my  estimation  of  the  damages 
which  I  deem  justified  in  the  claim  of  Mr.  Fieri,  the  liability  aflFecting 
the  Venezuelan  Government  by  reason  of  certain  established  facts  and 
the  amount  of  indemnity  I  have  granted  for  the  abandonment  or  rescis- 
sion of  the  tramwa^^  contract,  taking  into  consideration  the  value,  as 
appearing  from  the  proofs,  of  such  business  and  the  fair  compensation 
for  the  price  of  the  concession  as  an  industrial  investment,  I  hereby 
ratify  in  all  its  parts  my  opinion  of  May  12,  1903,  whereby  I  allow  for 
all  indemnification  the  sum  of  170,000  bolivars. 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  8,  1905, 


ADDinONAL  OPINION  OF  FRENCH  COMMISSIONEB. 

After  having  read  the  additional  opinion  of  my  honorable  colleague, 
I  can  only  maintain  the  conclusions  of  my  memoir.  I  think  I  ought, 
moreover,  to  make  the  following  observations : 

My  honorable  colleague  declares  that  in  his  opinion  one  can  not  raise 
anything  which  indicates  his  conviction  that  Mr.  Fieri  finds  himself, 
not  by  his  own  fault,  but  from  the  fact  of  the  situation  which  is  thrust 
upon  him,  unable  to  renew  the  exploitation  of  his  concession.  It  is, 
however,  it  seems  to  me,  the  logical  conclusion  which  can  be  drawn 

a  Appendix  herein,  p.  456. 
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from  the  decision  rendered  by  Doctor  Patil.  If  he  does  not  have  this 
conviction,  why  has  he  accepted  the  rescission  of  the  contract  which  I 
have  judged  equitable  and  necessary?  It  is  not,  I  imagine,  merely  to 
be  agreeable  to  Mr.  Fieri.  It  is  really  because  my  honorable  colleague 
has  thought,  as  I  have,  that  the  position  of  the  claimant  was  such  that 
circumstances  independent  of  his  will  prevented  him  absolutely  from 
renewing  the  exploitation  of  his  concession.  Only  Doctor  Patll  is  of 
the  opinion  that  the  ruin  of  Mr.  Fieri  is  due  merely  to  the  hindrances 
which  the  revolution  has  placed  in  the  way  of  the  exploitation,  while  I 
consider  that  to  these  hindrances- has  ccme  to  be  added  the  open  and 
declared  hostility  of  the  Venerue'an  '^authorities  which  was  manifested 
repeatedly  several  years  before  the  commencement  o2  the  revolutions. 

If  one  refers  to  the  text  of  the  minutes  of  the  sitting  of  May  12, 1903, 
he  may  read  there  the  phrase  whicn  I  have  cited.  Doctor  Fa(il  "re- 
fuses to  acknowledge  for  the  interested  party  the  right  to  an  indemnity 
from  the  fact  of  his  dispute  with  the  municipal  authorities.''  I  have 
the  right  to  conclude  from  this  that  the  indemm'ty  accorded  by  Doctor 
Paul  represents  merely  the  damages  caused  by  the  revolution  and  is 
not  a  sufficient  compensation  for  the  losses  sustained  by,  Mr.  Fieri.  It  is 
sufficient  to  review  the  dossier  to  note  the  fact  that  from  1895  to  1899 — 
that  is  to  say,  during  a  period  previous  to  the  revolution — ^Mr.  Fieri  was 
the  butt  of  continual  persecutions  from  the  Venezuelan  authorities: 
At  every  moment  they  stopped  his  tramways  under  different  pretexts, 
they  created  difficulties  for  him  at  pleasure,  they  chose  as  if  by  chance 
the  place  where  the  tracks  were  established  to  pass  canals  which  they 
might  have  placed  farther  away,  etc. 

The  umpire  will  be  able  to  convince  himself  of  these  facts  by  perus- 
ing the  dossier.  It  is  these  repeated  manifestations  of  the  municipal- 
ity of  Cartipano  which  have  convinced  me  that  the  latter  wished  to 
exploit  itself  the  line  of  tramways,  and  that  it  was  trying  by  all  possible 
means  to  dispossess  the  concessionary.  I  have  nowise  been  brought 
to  this  opinion,  as  my  colleague  thinks,  by  the  fact  that  General  Rolando 
offered  to  purchase  the  concession  for  a  sum  of  35,000  bolivars.  This 
offer  is  but  one  proof  the  more  in  support  of  my  opinion,  but  it  has  not 
been  the  determining  proof.  Doctor  Fatil  concludes,  moreover,  from 
this  amount  that  the  concession  was  not  worth  more.  But  it  is  well  to 
remark  that  the  proposition  of  General  Rolando  was  not  followed  by 
any  result,  Mr.  Fieri  having  without  doubt  judged  the  offer  to  be 
derisory;  it  is  clearly  seen  that  according  to  the  documents  contained 
in  the  dossier  this  sum  of  35,000  bolivars  represents  the  income  which 
the  enterprise  of  the  tramway  might  yield  annually. 

The  documents  presented  after  May  12,  1903,  have  no  other  end 
than  to  demonstrate  that  there  exists  in  fact  a  declared  hostility 
against  Mr.  Fieri,  since  peace  has  now  reigned  in  Venezuela  for  long 
months.     This  unfortunate  concessionary  is  prevented  from  gaining 
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his  livelihood  by  taking  up  again  the  management  of  his  concession. 
They  also  demonstrate  that  the  concession  has  no  such  low  value  as 
my  colleague  would  like  to  have  believed,  since  without  the  persistent 
ill  will  of  the  municipaUty  and  of  the  population  Mr.  Fieri  would  find 
an  advantage  in  again  taking  up  the  exploitation  of  his  line.  What- 
ever Doctor  Patil  may  say  about  it,  Mr.  Fieri  was  perfectly  right, 
according  to  the  protocol,  in  submitting  these  documents  to  the  um- 
pire. I  searched  in  vain  in  section  2  of  article  2,  quoted  by  my  col- 
league, the  provision  which  would  prevent  Mr.  Fieri  from  presenting 
the  documents  because  they  are  pos.terior  to  May  12,  1903.  On  the 
contrary,  I  find  that  section  3  of  the  same  article  formally  authorized 
him  to  do  so. 

I  would  particulariy  call  the  attention  of  the  umpire  to  the  enor- 
mous reduction  which  I  have  made  in  my  decision  from  the  amount  of 
indemnity  demanded,  and  I  persist  in  thinking  that  the  sum  of  600,000 
bolivars  is  the  minimum  which  can  be  given  to  Mr.  Fieri  in  compensar 
tion  for  vexations  and  losses  which  he  has  suffered  and  in  exchange  for 
his  concession  and  his  material.  This  reduction  appears  stiU  more 
considerable  if  we  take  into  account  the  depreciated  currency  with 
which  the  Venezuelan  Government  is  to  pay  its  indemnity.  In  regard 
to  this  I  ought  to  bring  up  the  manner  in  which  my  honorable  colleague 
looks  at  this  public  debt.  I  should  prefer  not  to  be  obliged  to  say 
that  the  Venezuelan  Government  wished  to  profit  from  the  condescen- 
sion, which  alone  among  all  the  foreign  governments  the  French  Gov- 
ernment has  shown  toward  it,  to  allow  it  to  free  itself  from  its  debts  at 
a  reduced  rate  and  not  to  pay  them  integrally.  In  consenting  to  this 
concession  of  not  being  paid  in  gold  the  French  Government  has  in  no 
way  wished  to  place  its  nationals,  the  victims  of  pillage  or  of  denials  of 
justice,  in  a  position  inferior  as  compared  to  the  nationals  of  other 
countries  placed  under  the  same  circumstances;  it  has  wished  only  to 
permit  Venezuela  to  acquit  itself  more  easily  in  giving  to  the  claimants 
in  place  of  gold  these  bonds  redeemable  after  a  long  time. 

Can  we  conclude  from  this  fact  that  it  is  forbidden  the  arbitrators 
in  the  fixing  of  an  indemnity  in  equity  to  take  into  account  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  money  which  is  to  be  given  in  payment  ?  Can  we  say 
that  this  changes  the  mode  of  payment  established  by  the  protocol? 
The  arbitrators  have,  to  the  contrary,  a  strict  duty,  and  they  can  not  fail 
without  wounding  equally  equity  and  good  sense  to  take  account  of  the 
manner  in  which  their  award  will  be  executed  in  such  fashion  that  the 
sum  which  they  have  awarded  shall  be  in  fact  paid.  Otherwise  their 
awards  would  be  only  deceptive.  When  my  Government  invested  me 
with  the  duties  of  arbitrator  it  remitted  entirely  to  my  conscience  in 
all  that  which  considers  fundamentally  the  claims  which  I  might  have 
to  examine;  it  has  only  remarked  that  equity  commanded  me  to  take 
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account  in  the  fixing  of  indemnities  of  the  depreciation  of  the  bonds  of 
the  diplomatic  debt. 

The  protocol  would  in  fact  be  vitiated  if  the  arbitrators  did  not  take 
account  of  this  article  3,  which  declares  that  the  indemnities  will  be 
paid  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt.  In  reading  this  article  the  arbi- 
trators are  informed  that  the  indemnities  will  be  paid  in  a  certain 
money;  they  ought  to  take  notice  of  this  to  conform  to  the  letter  of  the 
protocol  and  also  to  its  spirit,  which  is  a  spirit  of  equity.  So  I  can 
not  help  express  my  profound  astonishment  to  read  in  the  additional 
memoir  of  my  honorable  colleague  the  phrase  which  begins  thus :  ^*  The 
French  commissioner  in  his  decision  (Decauville  affair)  concurred  in 
my  opinion/'  etc.  In  the  matter  of  the  Decauville  affair  I  have  given 
no  other  opinion  than  that  which  is  laconically  expressed  in  the  min- 
utes of  the  sitting  of  Jime  15, 1903,  which  is  as  follows: 

The  exftmination  of  the  claim  of  Mr.  Decauville  is  theu  taken  up,  in  favor  of  which  is  reco^ 
nized  by  common  agreement  a  sum  of  41,400  bolivars. 

On  the  contrary,  my  colleague  will  kindly  remember  that  I  have  in 
every  affair  which  has  been  submitted  to  us  each  time  demanded  that 
account  must  be  taken  of  the  depreciation  of  the  diplomatic  debt.  And 
at  every  time,  to  arrive  at  an  agreement,  he  has  consented  to  raise 
slightly  the  amount  of  the  indenmity,  declaring  that  this  should  not  be 
mentioned  either  in  the  minutes  or  in  the  report  which  he  would  pre- 
sent to  his  Government.  I  hold,  in  principle,  that  this  correction  should 
be  made,  and  I  should  consider  myself  as  having  failed  in  my  duty  and 
having  been  forgetful  of  equity  if  I  had  neglected  a  single  time  to  take 
account  of  the  manner  of  payment  of  indemnities  and  tolerated  that 
the  Venezuelan  Government  should  thus  receive  an  unjust  benefit,  to 
the  detriment  of  the  victims  of  the  abuses  of  power,  of  pillages,  and  of 
denials  of  justice. 

NoRTHFiELD,  February  11  j  1906, 


OPINION  OF  THE  T7MPIRE. 

On  the  2d  of  May,  1882,  a  lawful  contract  of  concession  was  made 
by  and  between  the  president  of  the  State  of  Bermddez,  of  the  United 
States  of  Venezuela,  and  Jos6  Gabriel  Nuiiez  Romberg,  of  the  city  of 
Cuman&,  of  said  State,  for  the 'purpose  of  promoting  and  encouraging 
the  means  of  communication  in  that  section,  which  contract,  among 
other  things,  provided  that  the  government  of  the  State  granted  per- 
mission to  the  concessionary  to  construct  tramways  or  railways  in  the 
cities  of  Cuman^,  Cartipano,  and  Maturfn  of  that  State,  and  also  to 
establish  ways  of  communication  imder  the  system  named  between 
different j)oints  of  the  sections  referred  to,  the  works  to  be  the  property 
of  the  enterprise,  but  with  the  obligation  to  devote  them  to  the  trans- 
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portation  of  passengers  and  merchandise  at  prices  lower  than  those 
then  existing  between  those  sections  and  in  those;  cities  and  in  accord- 
ance with  tariffs  to  be  approved  by  the  government  of  the  State  of 
Bermtidez. 

The  concessionary  was  authorized  to  transfer  to  others,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  the  rights  passing  to  him  under  the  contract;  also  to  use  for 
the  railways  aforesaid  the  necessary  streets  or  public  walks,  but  in  a 
way  not  to  cause  injury  or  obstruction  to  traflSc.  The  enterprise  was 
exempted  from  all  State  and  national  taxation,  with  the  privilege  of 
obtaining  like  exemption  from  municipal  taxation  through  the  action 
of  the  respective  municipal  councils.  This  concession  was  to  continue 
for  the  term  of  fifty  years,  to  be  reckoned  from  the  date  of  the  inau- 
guration of  the  first  line  of  tramways  or  railways  created  under  this 
contract,  and  when  said  fifty  years  had  terminated,  the  enterprise, 
with  all  its  property,  was  to  pass  to  and  become  the  property  of  the 
State  of  Bermtidez. 

On  the  20th  of  the  same  month  the  enterprise  was  duly  exempted 
from  municipal  taxation  by  the  city  of  Cartipano. 

Thereafter  the  anonymous  company  of  "Tramways  of  Car6pano" 
was  duly  organized,  the  privileges  herein  named  were  duly  c^ed  to 
the  said  company,  and  the  enterprise  of  the  tramways  was  inaugu- 
rated and  installed  in  the  city  of  Cartipano. 

At  a  date  not  material  this  company,  the  ''Tramways  of  Cartipano," 
went  into  liquidation,  and  its  liquidator,  on  the  8th  day  of  May,  1891, 
sold  at  auction  to  Fieri  Dominique  the  said  enterprise,  including  the 
privileges  contained  in  the  concession  aforesaid,  so  far  as  the  same 
referred  to  the  city  of  Cartipano.  The  price  paid  therefor  was  38,500 
bolivars.  It  became  the  property  of  Fieri  Dominique  &  Co.,  the 
other  member  being  the  house  of  Franchessi  &  Co.,  of  the  city  of 
Cartipano,  Pieri^s  interest  in  the  company  being  much  the  larger  part. 

Under  the  management  of  Fieri  Dominique  &  Co.  the  enterprise  was 
extended  and  enlarged,  and  for  some  four  years  proved  quite  successful. 
The  income  for  the  year  1891-92  was  30,232  bolivars,  and  there  was  a 
steady  increase  to  1894-95,  when  it  had  reached  47,200  bolivars. 

It  was  in  the  year  1895  that  difficulties  began,  culminating  in  the 
very  serious  affair  of  June  21,  1895,  which  continued  through  the  inter- 
vening years  up  to  the  sitting  of  this  mixed  commission  in  Caracas  in 
1903,  of  a  degree  more  or  less  troublesome  each  year,  to  the  great  det- 
riment and  loss  of  the  company. 

Before  the  sitting  of  this  mixed  commission  at  Caracas  in  1903 
Fieri  Dominique  had  become  the  sole  owner  of  the  tramways  and  of 
the  concession,  paying  for  the  share  of  Franchessi  &  Co.  the  sum  of 
24,000  bolivars. 

The  claim  of  A.  L.  Nasica  was  dismissed  by  the  honorable  commis- 
sioners of  France  and  of  Venezuela  at  their  sitting  in  Caracas,  and 
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there  was  reserved  for  the  umpire  only  the  claim  of  Pieri  Dominique 
for  himself  and  for  Pieri  Dominique  &  Co.,  he  being  the  only  person 
interested  at  the  time  this  claim  was  presented  before  the  mixed  com- 
mission and  the  only  person  interested  at  the  present  time  in  the  claim. 
The  award  is  to  be  for  his  sole  benefit. 

The  nationaUty  of  the  claimant  is  unquestionably  French,  and  there 
is  a  difference  of  opinion  between  the  honorable  commissioners  only 
as  to  the  amoimt  which  should  be  awarded  the  claimant  for  the  dam- 
ages and  indemnities  to  which  he  is  entitled. 

The  aggregate  claim  submitted  by  Pieri  Dominique  in  his  own 
behalf  and  as  the  successor  of  Pieri  Dominique  &  Co.  is  4,010,400 
francs,  covering  injuries  alleged  to  have  been  committed  on  his  person 
and  property  commencing  June  21,  1895,  and  continuing  from  time  to 
time  up  to  the  conclusion  of  peace  in  1903.  After  submitting  this 
claim,  and  while  the  mixed  commission  was  sitting  at  Caracas  in  1903, 
Pieri  Dominique  appeared  before  the  commission  and  suggested  and 
consented  that  the  award  be  made  on  the  basis  that  he  surrender  the 
enterprise,  including  all  the  privileges  of  the  concession,  to  the  mimici- 
pal  council  of  Cartipano. 

When  the  case  came  on  for  hearing  before  the  honorable  mixed 
commission  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  honorable  commissioner  for 
Venezuela  that  the  sum  of  20,000  francs  was  a  sufficient  indemnity  for 
the  damages  suffered  in  the  person  and  in  the  property  of  the  claimant 
on  account  of  the  events  of  June  21,  1895,  and  those  which  are  prior  or 
subsequent,  but  immediately  connected  therewith  or  naturally  flowing 
into  or  therefrom.  For  so  much  of  the  damages  suffered  by  the  claim- 
ant during  the  revolution  of  1901-1903  as  he  regarded  to  be  properly 
chai^eable  to  the  respondent  Government  and  for  the  enterprise  itself, 
including  the  privileges  of  the  concession,  he  allowed  the  sum  of 
150,000  francs,  making  in  all  the  sum  of  170,000  francs.  He  finds  no 
occasion  to  allow  any  indemnity  for  the  action  of  the  customs  author- 
ities at  CartSpano  and  later  on  for  the  action  of  the  city  council  in  pro- 
hibiting and  preventing  the  carrying  on  of  the  tramway  freight  traffic, 
for  the  forced  interruption  by  the  municipal  council  of  Car(ipano  of  the 
entire  traffic  for  a  period  of  three  months  in  1896  during  the  installa- 
tion of  the  aqueduct  system  in  that  city;  for  the  defects  and  faults  of 
certain  portions  of  the  streets  on  which  was  laid  the  tramway  of  the 
claimant  through  the  inefficient  use  and  management  of  the  same  by 
said  aqueduct  company  while  making  its  house  connections,  whereby 
was  ruined  one  of  the  horses  of  the  tramway  system  belonging  to  the 
claimant;  for  the  forcible  suspension  of  the  passenger  traffic  by  order 
of  the  municipal  council  at  another  time;  for  the  arrest  and  imprison- 
ment for  twenty-four  hours  of  the  claimant,  without  warrant  or  any 
subsequent  charge  or  trial,  on  the  oral  order  only  of  the  civil  chief  of 
the  district  of  Betmtidez;  for  the  delay  and  final  neglect  of  the  munici- 
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pality  of  CartlpaDo  to  rebuild  a  bridge  carried  away  by  a  freshet,  upon 
which  rightfully  rested  the  railway  of  the  claimant,  inducing  serious 
loss  in  receipts  through  inability  to  conduct  the  enterprise  and  entail- 
ing upon  the  claimant  the  expense  of  rebuilding  the  bridge;  or  for  the 
losses  resulting,  as  claimed,  in  the  alleged  compulsory  sale  by  the 
claimant  of  his  twelve  houses  at  great  sacrifice. 

It  was  the  opinion  of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  that 
the  claim  of  4,010,400  francs  ought  to  be  reduced  to  600,000  francs, 
which  includes  the  compensation  to  be  paid  the  claimant  for  the 
enterprise  of  the  tramways,  its  privileges  and  franchises.  He  consid- 
ers this  sum  to  be  no  more  than  just  for  all  the  losses  suffered  by  the 
claimant  for  which  he  holds  the  respondent  Government  liable.  He 
especially  urges  the  allowance  of  this  sum,  because  the  payment  is  to 
be  made  not  in  gold  but  in  bonds  of  diplomatic  debt  at  3  per  cent, 
which  manner  of  payment  he  regards  as  a  more  favorable  proposition 
to  the  respondent  Government  than  that  made  by  any  other  claimant 
Government,  and  he  is  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  in  making  the 
award  the  reduced  market  value  of  these  diplomatic  debts  should  be 
met  by  an  award  sufficiently  enhanced  to  meet  the  deficit.  He  is  also 
of  the  opinion  that  the  vexations,  difficulties,  and  injuries  brought 
upon  the  claimant  by  the  officers  of  the  nation,  state,  or  municipality, 
or  suffered  by  them  to  be  brought  upon  him,  without  rebuke  or  attempt 
atiprevention  were  the  result  in  part  of  a  prejudice  on  the  part  of  the 
nationals  against  all  foreigners,  and  especially  against  those  of  French 
citizenship,  and  also  in  part  were  a  result  of  a  studied  attempt  of  the 
President  of  the  State  of  Bermtidez  and  of  certain  officers  of  the  city 
of  Carlipano  to  compel  an  abandonment  of  the  enterprise  by  the 
claimant  to  them.  He  does  not,  however,  claim  that  there  should  be 
any  punitive  proposition  in  the  award  to  be  made,  but  that  it  should 
contain  simply  the  material  damage  which,  in  his  judgment,  the 
claimant  has  suffered  if  he  now  relinquishes  the  property  and  privi- 
leges of  the  concession  to  the  municipality  of  Cariipano. 

The  honorable  commissioners  having  disagreed  in  the  manner  above 
stated,  by  their  joint  action  the  claim  comes  to  the  umpire  for  his 
decision  and  award. 

He  finds  himself  greatly  indebted  to  both  of  the  honorable  commis- 
sioners for  the  care  and  skill  with  which  they  have  presented  their 
respective  opinions,  shedding  much  light  upon  the  questions  at  issue 
and  greatly  aiding  the  umpire  in  his  efforts  to  determine  the  equities 
of  the  case. 

After  a  careful  study  of  these  respective  opinions  and  of  the  facts 
involved  the  umpire  finds  himself  compelled  to  hold  (a)  that  the  inter- 
ference of  the  chief  of  the  custom-house  with  the  enterprise  of  the  tram- 
ways, and  especially  in  the  part  covered  by  his  order  to  the  claimant 
that  he  desist  from  all  freight  transportation,  were  acts  wholly  xmwar- 
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ranted,  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  clear  right  of  the  concessionary, 
and  that  this  interference  resulted  in  very  serious  damage  to  the  claim- 
ant; (b)  that  the  order  of  the  municipal  council  to  the  same  effect, 
made  in  January,  1897,  was  without  right,  very  unjust,  strictly 
against  the  terms  of  the  concession,  and  resulted  in  serious  loss  and 
damage  to  the  claimant;  (c)  that  the  suspension  of  the  tramway 
service  by  the  municipal  council  at  the  request  of  the  aqueduct  com- 
pany for  the  installation  of  its  pipe  line  was  within  the  power  of  the 
municipal  coimcil  to  be  followed  by  a  sufficient  indemnity  to  the  claim- 
ant for  the  losses  sustained  by  him  in  the  interest  of  the  aqueduct  com- 
pany, and  that  this  indemnity  is  primarily  due  from  the  municipality  to 
the  claimant,  since  the  aqueduct  company  sought  the  intervention  of 
the  municipality.  The* orders  to  suspend  the  tramway  traffic  came 
from  the  municipality.  It  was  the  order  of  the  municipality  which  was 
obeyed,  and  it  is  therefore  to  the  municipclity  that  the  claimant  may 
properly  look  for  his  compensation.  Whether  the  city  did  or  did  not 
obtain  indemnity  from  the  aqueduct  compciny  in  order  to  meet  this 
proper  claim  of  Fieri  Dominque  &  Co.  is  a  mutter  not  important  to 
this  inquiry,  since  it  can  not  affect  the  claimant's  right  in  the  premises; 
(d)  that  the  defects  and  faults  of  the  street  caused  through  the  action 
of  the  aqueduct  company  in  making  its  house  connections  with  the 
main  line  were  properly  chargeable  to  the  mimicip.  lity  es  the  party 
primarily  liable  for  the  injuries  which  might  result  therefrom  to  the 
lawful  users  of  the  street,  it  being  borne  in  mind  that  the  traffic  of  the 
tramways  had  been  resumed  on  formjil  notice  from  the  city  authorities 
that  the  conditions  would  permit  its  resumption;  (e)  the  arrest  and 
imprisonment  of  the  chimant,  on  the  8th  day  of  October,  1896,  on  the 
oral  order  of  the  civil  chief  without  warrant,  his  detention  for  twenty- 
four  hours  in  prison,  and  his  subsequent  discharge  on  po^yment  of  the 
jail  fees  without  intervention  of  a  court  or  tribunal  of  any  character  is 
a  serious  assault  upon  the  liberty  of  the  individutil  and  the  sacredness 
of  his  person,  is  wholly  imjustiafible,  and  is  the  proper  subject  of 
indemnity;  (f)  the  staying  of  the  traffic  of  the  tramways  by  the  order 
of  the  municipal  council  as  it  occurred  on  June  14,  1896,  can  only  be 
justified  as  a  matter  of  municipal  right  for  the  public  good  and  can 
only  be  met  properly  by  a  charge  upon  the  public  to  compensate  the 
individual  for  his  sacrifice  to  the  public  interests;  (g)  the  allowance 
made  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  of  20,000  francs 
for  the  incidents  of  June  21,  1895,  and  the  injuries  and  damages  which 
are  the  approximate  results  or  antecedents  of  those  incidents  in  the 
judgment  of  the  umpire  is  a  sufficient  sum  to  be  allowed,  and  in  the 
judgment  of  the  umpire  covers  such  damages  as  accrued  because  of  the 
interference  of  the  chief  of  customs  with  the  tramway  service;  but 
there  should  be  added  thereto  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent  from 
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June  21,  1896,  at  which  time  it  is  certain  that  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment had  due  notice  of  those  incidents  and  of  the  justice  of  this  claim; 
(h)  the  sum  set  by  the  honorable  commissioner  of  Venezuela  of  150,000 
francs  in  the  judgment  of  the  umpire  is  'ample  to  cover  the  revolu- 
tionary incidents  of  1901-1903  for  which  the  respondent  Government 
may  be  held  liable,  and,  in  addition,  for  the  purchase  price  of  the 
tramway  enterprise  and  the  privileges  of  the  concession;  but  it  is  equit- 
able to  relate  back  this  purchase  to  the  time  when  this  property  was 
taken  by  the  Government  for  barricades  and  hospitals,  which  the 
umpire  assumes  to  be  January  1,  1902,  and  interest  should  be  allowed 
on  the  sum  of  150,000  francs  from  that  date  to  the  31st  day  of  July, 
1905,  the  anticipated  conclusion  of  this  arbitration;  (i)  there  can  be  no 
allowance  for  any  losses  accruing  to  the  clai«iant  in  the  sale  of  his 
houses,  such  losses  not  being  the  direct  and  approximate  result  of  any 
cause  for  which  the  respondent  Government  has  responsibiUty,  and  it 
is  only  for  such  results  that  indemnity  can  be  awarded. 

Concerning  the  responsibility  of  the  national  Grovemment  for  the 
acts  and  neglects  of  the  State  of  Bermiidez  and  the  municipality  of 
Cartipano,  the  umpire  holds  here,  as  he  did  in  the  claim  of  Davey,  in  the 
British- Venezuelan  mixed  commission  of  1903,  found  in  Ralston  and 
Doyle's  Venezuelan  Arbitrations,  page  410. 

Before  coming  to  his  decision  in  that  case  the  umpire  gave  much 
time  and  thought  to  this  question  of  national  responsibility,  and  his 
opinion  there  given  is  the  result.  Further  study  and  reflection  adds  to 
his  conviction  that  his  position  then  taken  was  tenable,  just,  and  neces- 
sary. He  respectfully  refers  the  honorable  commissioners  to  the 
opinion  above  cited  for  an  elucidation  of  his  views  on  that  subject. 
He  would  also  cite  the  opinion  of  Patil,  commissioner  in  the  French- 
Venezuelan  conmiission  of  1902,  in  the  claim  of  Battistini,**  Id.  503,  as 
bearing  upon  this  question  of  national  liability  for  State  indebtedness; 
the  opinion  of  Duffield,  umpire  in  the  German- Venezuelan  commission 
of  1903,  case  of  Beckman  &  Co.,  Id.  598;  also  the  opinion  of  Bunch, 
umpire  in  the  Montijo  case,  Moore^s  Arb.  1421-1447. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  umpire,  however,  that  the  decision  in  this 
case  does  not  rest  upon  the  ordinary  postulates.  It  is  here  proposed 
that  the  claimant  abandon,  transfer,  and  make  over  to  the  municipal- 
ity of  Carupano  his  enterprise  of  the  tramway,  his  concessions  and 
privileges  in  consideration  of  payment  to  be  made  therefor  and  to  be 
included  in  the  award.  To  put  the  municipality  of  Cartipano  in  pos- 
session of  this  enterprise  as  sole  owner  thereof  to  the  entire  exclusion 
of  the  claimant  while  the  municipality  is  unquestionably  the  debtor 
of  the  claimant  for  its  acts  and  neglects  in  connection  with  this  enter- 
prise would  be  so  manifestly  unjust  and  inequitable  as  not  to  permit  a 
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moment's  favorable  consideration.  Whatever  may  be  the  usual  rela- 
tion of  the  nation  to  and  with  its  municipal  subordinate  divisions,  it 
is  certain  that  in  this  case  it  can  and  will- be  so  related  to  the  munici- 
pality of  Cartipano  as  to  exact  and  require  full  repayment  to  itself  for 
all  it  shall  undertake  and  expend  in  behalf  of  that  municipality  in  con- 
nection with  this  enterprise  of  the  tramways.  Whatever  hesitancy, 
if  any,  there  might  be  ordinarily  in  making  such  acts  and  neglects  of 
Uxe  municipality  a  matter  of  international  award  is  dissipated  by  the 
{>eculiar  facts  incident  to  this  claim,  as  above  stated. 

So  much  of  the  award  as  corrects  the  wrong  done  the  claimant  by 
his  arbitrary  arrest  and  imprisonment  stands  solely  upon  the  recog- 
nized and  rightful  responsibility  of  the  nation,  internationally,  for  the 
unlawful  and  injurious  acts  of  its  subordinate  officials  and  is  on  all 
fours  with  the  case  of  Davey  first  above  cited. 

Concerning  the  allegation  of  prejudice  on  the  part  of  the  nationals 
of  the  respondent  Government  toward  foreigners,  and  especially  the 
French,  and  also  the  allegation  that  there  was  a  studied  attempt  of 
the  President  of  the  State  of  Bermtidez  and  of  certain  officers  of  the  city 
of  Carupano  to  compel  abandonment  of  his  tramway  enterprise  by  the 
claimant,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  these  allegations  are  not  material 
to  the  inquiry,  since  there  is  no  claim  for  punitive  or  exemplary  dam- 
ages and  since  all  essential  facts  bearing  upon  the  question  of  the 
actual  damages  suffered  are  found  without  involving  the  consideration 
of  these  questions. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  again  urges  upon  the  umpire 
the  propriety  and  duty  of  increasing  the  sum  which  he  otherwise  would 
award  the  claimant  by  an  amount  equal  to  the  diminished  value  of  the 
diplomatic  debt  of  3  per  cent  as  compared  with  gold,  and  in  this  opin- 
ion he  gives  especial  prominence  to  the  claimed  inequality  of  the  plan 
accepted  by  the  high  contracting  parties  in  the  protocol  providing  for 
this  commission  with  the  plan  adopted  by  the  claimant  Governments 
and  the  respondent  Government  in  the  several  protocols  of  1903.  This 
particular  reason  was  not  passed  upon  by  the  umpire  in  his  opinion 
given  in  the  claim  of  Jules  Brun,'*  if  it  were,  in  fact,  then  pressed  upon 
his  consideration  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  the  claimant 
Government. 

In  the  motion  for  allowance  of  interest  on  awards  from  their  date 
until  payment,  which  was  made  in  the  British- Venezuelan  Commission 
of  1903  and  which  on  the  disagreement  of  the  honorable  commissioners 
came  to  the  umpire  for  his  decision,  a  careful  and  painstaking  study 
was  made  by  him  of  the  basic  principles  underl3dng  this  question,  and 
while  the  exact  proposition  now  before  him  is  not  identical  with  that, 
yet  the  principles  which  govern  him  in  his  decision  are  in  large  part 
the  same. 

ttPage  5. 


208  DOMINIQUE   A   CO.  0A8E. 

Here,  as  there,  the  warrant  for  such  action  must  be  found,  if  found, 
in  the  protocol  which  constitutes  this  tribunal  and  defines  its  duties, 
its  powers,  and  its  limitations.  There,  as  here,  the  protocol  determined 
the  manner  and  means  of  payment,  and  over  that  matter  gave  the 
tribunal  no  jurisdiction.  Here,  as  there,  the  functions  of  this  tribunal 
end  when  it  has  determined  the  damages  sustained  by  the  claimant. 
The  reasons  stated  by  the  umpire  in  that  case  are  applicable  here,  and 
the  attention  of  the  honorable  commissioners  is  respectfully  invited 
to  it  as  found  in  Ralston  and  Doyle's  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903, 
page  413.  It  will  be  observed  that  there,  as  here,  the  alleged  ground 
for  the  requested  award  was  a  claimed  equity.  The  long  delay  in 
payment  which  seemed  probable  was  urged  as  the  reason  for  the 
allowance  of  interest;  here,  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty,  the  award  draws 
interest,  but  its  value  in  the  market  is  below  par,  and  hence  the  opinion 
of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  that  the  umpire  should 
increase  the  sum  awarded  to  meet  this  lessened  value.  It  will  be 
noted  especially  that  the  very  terms  of  payment  provided  for  in  the 
protocols  of  1903,  and  which  are  considered  by  the  honorable  com- 
missioner of  the  claimant  Government  to  be  so  much  more  favorable 
for  the  claimants  than  the  plan  evoked  by  the  convention  controlling 
this  tribunal  as  to  work  injustice  and  inequity  to  the  claimants 
before  this  conmiission  by  the  inequality  which  it  produces,  were 
regarded  by  the  British  Government  so  onerous  as  to  require  the  effi- 
cient aid  of  the  umpire  to  maintain  justice  and  equity  through  an 
allowance  of  interest.  In  the  one  case  a  certain  method  of  assured 
payment  without  interest  was  devised  and  preferred  by  the  high  con- 
tracting parties;  in  the  other  the  high  contracting  parties  preferred  a 
certain  method  of  payment  with  interest  in  bonds  circulating  in  the 
markets  of  the  world.  In  the  one  case  the  award  is  not  rated  at  par 
because  of  the  necessary  delay  attached  to  its  payment;  in  the  other 
it  is  not  rated  at  par  for  reasons  satisfactory  to  the  world  of  finance. 

The  inequality  produced  by  the  two  methods  of  payment  is  there- 
fore not  very  striking,  nor  is  the  inequity  resulting  therefrom  very  pro- 
nounced, and  taken  together  they  are  insuflScient  to  move  the  umpire 
to  accord  with  the  opinion  of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France, 
even  if  the  umpire  were  competent  under  the  terms  of  the  protocol  to 
make  such  an  award,  and  concerning  that  question  the  review  which 
he  has  just  made  confirms  his  judgment  as  expressed  by  him  in  the 
claim  of  Jules  Brun. 

In  order  to  compensate  the  claimant  for  his  material  damage  suf- 
fered in  all  of  the  ways  herein  referred  to,  including  interest  at  3  per 
cent  where  interest  is  proper,  there  should  be  added  to  170,000  francs 
allowed  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  the  sum  of 
180,000  francs,  which  makes  in  all  the  sum  of  350,000  francs,  for 
which  amount  the  award  will  be  drawn. 
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ABDENDTTK. 

After  this  opinion  was  written,  but  before  the  award  had  been  made, 
it  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  umpire  that  conditions  had 
materially  changed  in  Cartipano  since  the  sitting  of  the  honorable 
commission  at  Caracas.  At  the  time  named  the  revolution  was  still 
rampSnt  in  that  part  of  the  respondent  Government,  with  the  latter  in 
possession  of  Cartipano,  holding  it  under  martial  law,  and  with  its 
troops  occupying  for  military  purposes  the  station  of  the  tramways 
and  for  barricades  portions  of  the  tramway  itself.  The  Government 
of  Venezuela  was  then,  in  fact,  in  occupancy  of  the  tramway  system  to 
the  exclusion  of  the  owner.  There  seemed  to  both  commissioners  no 
better  way  to  dispose  of  the  claim  than,  on  the  one  hand,  finally  to  sur- 
render what  was  lost  and,  on  the  other,  fully  to  accept  what  had  been 
taken.  They  did  not  agree  upon  the  terms,  however,  and  the  claim 
had  to  come  before  the  umpire. 

It  transpired  in  the  meanwhile  that  the  revolution  was  quelled, 
peace  was  restored,  and  the  claimant  had  entered  into  undisturbed 
possession  of  his  franchise  and  such  of  his  properties  as  he  chose  to 
make  use  of;  had  occupied  the  station  house,  regained  a  part  of  the 
movable  property  of  the  enterprise,  and  had  begun  again  its  exploita- 
tion. By  the  terms  of  the  contract  the  tramway  system  was  eventu- 
ally to  become  the  property  of  the  municipality  and  was  at  all  times 
under  its  civil  control.  Hence  it  had  seemed  to  the  honorable  com- 
missioner for  Venezuela  very  unwise  and,  in  a  sense,  not  within  its 
competency,  for  the  respondent  Government  to  interfere  with  either  the 
ownership  of  the  claimant  or  the  present  civic  control  and  the  ultimate 
municipal  ownership  of  the  city  of  Cartipano,  and  for  these  reasons  he 
declined  to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  abandonment  on  the  part  of  the 
claimant  and  on  the  part  of  the  respondent  Government  of  acceptance 
and  payment  of  his  franchises  and  properties.  The  whole  question 
was  thoroughly  and  ably  presented  to  the  umpire  at  a  sitting  of  this 
honorable  commission,  held  on  the  12th  day  of  August,  instant,  the 
honorable  commissioner  for  France  believing  and  urging  that  the  plan 
adopted  at  Caracas  was  the  better  and  should  be  adhered  to  in  the  dis- 
position of  the  claim.  The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela 
held  and  insisted  that  the  arbitral  tribunal  constituted  at  Paris  Peb- 
ruary  19,  1902,  had  no  authority  to  do  other  than  to  award  indemni- 
ties for  damages  suffered  by  Frenchmen  in  Venezuela  and  that  it 
could  not  compel  abandonment  of  property  by  its  owner  or  acceptance 
of  it  by  the  respondent  Government.  To  this  position  the  honorable 
commissioner  for  France  demurred  and  urged  that  it  had  authority  to 
so  award. 

To-day,  having  carefully  considered  the  questions  involved  and 
having  reflected  upon  the  opinions  respectively  held  and  ably  declared 
to  him  by  his  able  and  learned  associates,  the  umpire  has  concluded, 
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and  hence  holds,  that  the  safe,  sane,  and  wise  course  for  this  tribunal 
to  pursue  is  to  pay  scrupulous  regard  to  the  tenns  of  the  protocol 
which  constituted  it  and  to  place  the  entire  responsibiUty  in  that 
behalf  upon  the  high  contracting  powers  which  arranged  and  settled 
those  terms.  He  is  confident  that  the  language  of  that  compact  does 
not  permit  the  use  of  any  such  powers  as  will  be  involved  in  a  com- 
pulsory award  of  the  character  proposed  by  the  honorable  commis- 
sioner for  France,  holding  that,  in  this  respect,  the  claim  under  con- 
sideration is  identical  in  that  regard  with  the  claim  of  the  French 
Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads,  and  the  reasons  there  given  **  by  the 
umpire  are  here  referred  to  for  an  elaboration  of  his  opinion.  He 
therefore  decides  that  it  is  only  for  damages  suffered  in  Venezniela 
that  the  claimant  has  recourse  to  this  tribunal,  and  for  those  the 
umpire  will  award  the  sum  of  300,000  francs. 
NoETHPiELD,  August  14,  1905. 
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HEAD  NOTES. 

An  indebtedness  of  the  respondent  Government  to  the  late  Thomas  Massiani  in  his  lifetime 
is  a  part  of  the  patrimony  which  descends  to  his  widow  and  children,  to  be  distributed 
in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  Venezuela. 

The  widow  of  Thomas  Massiani  was  bom  in  Venezuela,  acquired  French  nationality  by  the 
laws  of  both  countries  by  her  marriage  to  Thomas  Massiani,  by  the  laws  of  France 
retained  that  nationality  after  his  decease,  but  by  the  laws  of  Venezuela  was  restored 
by  his  death  to  her  quality  of  a  Venezuelan  citizen. 

During  their  marriage  and  since  his  death  she  has  been  domiciled  in  Venezuela.  The  law  of 
her  domicile  prevails  in  this  conflict  and  her  nationality  before  this  tribunal  is  Vene- 
zuelan. 

The  children  were  all  bom  in  Venezuela  and  it  has  always  been  their  domicile.  While  by  the 
laws  of  France  they  are  Frenchmen,  being  the  children  of  a  Frenchman,  they  are  by  the 
laws  of  Venezuela  citizens  of  that  country.  As  in  the  case  of  the  widow,  the  law  of  the 
domicile  prevails,  and  before  this  tribunal  they  are  Venezuelans. 

Thomas  Massiani  deceased  prior  to  the  convention  of  February  19,  1902;  therefore  neither 
of  the  high  contracting  parties  could  have  had  him  in  mind  as  a  possible  claimant  at  the 
time  of  said  convention. 

His  widow  and  children  being  Venezuelans  in  the  contemplation  of  the  respondeat  Govern- 
ment, their  right  to  the  intervention  of  France  was  not  agreed  to  by  Venezuela  in  said 
protocol. 


a  EXTRACT  FROM  THE  MTNtTFES  OP  THE   griTlNO   OP  AUGUST  28,  1903. 

The  commission  then  proceeded  to  the  examination  of  the  Massiani  claim. 

Doctor  Paul  rejects  it,  and  bases  his  opinion  upon  the  following  considerations:  The 
heirs  of  Thomas  Massiani  are  ail  Venezuelans  by  Venezuelan  law.  The  mixed  commission 
of  1890  has  already  rejected  the  claim  in  question,  and  the  present  commission  would  not  be 
able  to  revise  a  judgment  of  the  former  commission.  FinaUy,  the  very  documents  upon 
which  the  Massiani  heirs  base  their  right  to  the  payment  of  the  sum  which  they  claim  does 
not  seem  sufficient  to  prove  the  existence  of  the  debt  in  a  decisive  manner. 

M.  de  Peretti  replies  that  M.  Massiani  (Thomas)  enjoyed  exclusively  French  nationality,  and 
that  his  heirs,  if  they  are  Venezuelans  according  to  Venezuelan  law,  are  considered  as  French- 
men by  French  law;  that  if  the  commission  of  1890  has  rejected  the  claim  in  question,  it  is 
because  the  Venezuelan  Government  did  not  give  an  acknowledgment  to  a  document  of 
which  M.  Philippe  Massiani  has  been  able  to  obtain  an  authentic  copy  only  in  1003;  that  the 
present  commission  seems  to  him  competent  to  revise  a  judgment  of  the  earlier  commission 
if  a  new  fact  has  been  presented,  which  is  the  case  in  the  Massiani  claim ;  finally,  that  the 
credit  seems  well  established  by  the  document  delivered  to  M.  Philippe  Massiani  by  the 
Venezuelan  administration. 

He  is,  then,  in  favor  of  granting  to  the  Massiani  heirs  a  sum  of  270,813.56  bolivars,  repre- 
senting the  capital  of  the  debt,  and  not  according  interest  because  of  the  negligence  during 
long  years  by  the  claimants  in  the  defense  of  their  right*!. 

The  arbitrators  not  being  able  to  agree,  the  claim  of  the  Massiani  heirs  will  be  submitted 

to  the  examination  of  the  umpire. 
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The  indebtedness  of  Venezuela  to  the  estate  of  Thomas  Massiani  may  still  remain,  but  the 
forum  is  certainly  changed.  The  present  forum  is  the  one  constituted  for  Veneriuelans. 
This  forum  is  the  result  of  the  selection  of  their  paternal  ancestor  and  their  own  selection 
after  attaining  majority. 

Having  French  paternity,  and  thereby  having  French  nationality  in  France,  they  needed 
only  to  be  domiciled  therein  to  have  a  nationality  which  all  the  world  must  maintain  to 
be  French.  They  have  preferred  to  remain  in  Venezuela;  its  laws  and  its  courts  are 
theirs;  these  they  may  invoke;  with  them  they  must  be  content. 

To  be  sovereign  and  independent,  each  country  must  be  master  of  its  internal  policy  and  sub- 
ject neither  to  advice  nor  control  by  any  other  country. 

Tiie  laws  of  Venezuela  concerning  citizenship  are  not  peculiar  or  offensive,  but  are  in  accord 
with  the  law  of  nations  in  general. 


OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZUEIiAN  COMMISSIONEK. 

This  claim  has  been  presented  in  the  name  of  Mrs.  Carmen  Silva  de 
Massiani,  widow  of  Tomds  Massiani,  of  Felipe  A.  Massiani,  Ascenci6n 
Massiani  de  Phelan,  Nuncia  Massiani  de  Orsini,  Luis  A.  Massiani, 
children  of  Tomds  Massiani,  and  Isabel  Pav&n  de  Massiani,  acting  in 
behalf  of  her  minor  children,  Antonio  Jos6,  Tom4s  Maria,  Mercedes, 
Luis  Enrique,  Carmen  de  Ijourdes,  and  Gloria,  issue  of  her  marriage 
with  Mr.  Antonio  Massiani,  now  deceased,  son  of  Tom&s  Massiani,  and 
therefore  those  minors  being  grandchildren  of  the  latter. 

The  claim  proceeds  from  debts  which,  the  claimants  sustain,  were 
contracted  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  in  favor  of  him  from 
whom  they  derive  their  rights,  Mr.  Tom&s  Massiani,  by  the  years  1864 
to  1869. 

The  documents  presented  prove  that  Tom&s  Massiani  died  in  the 
city  of  Cartipano  on  the  9th  of  October,  1901,  leaving  as  his  lawful 
heirs  his  wife,  Carmen  Silva  de  Massiani,  and  his  children  Felipe  A. 
Massiani,  Antonio  A.  Massiani,  Ascensi6n  Massiani,  Nuncia  Massiani, 
and  Luis  A.  Massiani;  that  these  children  have  married  as  follows: 
Ascensi6n  Massiani  to  a  Mr.  Phelan,  Nuncia  Massiani  to  Agustin 
Orsini,  and  Antonio  J.  Massiani  to  Isabel  Pavdn,  of  which  latter  mar- 
riage there  are  imder  the  parental  control  of  Isabel  Pav&n  de  Massiani, 
her  husband  being  dead,  six  minor  children. 

From  the  certificates  of  birth  presented  of  Mrs.  Carmen  Silva  de 
Massiani,  widow  of  Tom&s  Massiani,  and  of  her  children,  Felipe  A. 
Massiani,  Antonio  Jos6,  Ascensi6n,  Nuncia,  and  Luis,  it  appears  that  all 
of  them  are  of  Venezuelan  nationality,  they  having  been  bom  in  the 
city  of  Cartipano,  State  of  Sucre,  United  States  of  Venezuela,  and  that 
the  same  circumstance  exists  respecting  the  minor  children  of  Antonio 
Jos6  Massiani,  represented  by  their  mother,  Isabel  Pav&n  de  Massiani. 

With  reference  to  Mrs.  Carmen  Silva  de  Massiani,  while  by  articles  19 
of  the  Venezuelan  civil  code  and  12  of  the  French  civil  code  the  woman 
married  to  a  foreigner  follows  the  condition  of  her  husband,  the  final 
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provision  of  the  Venezuelan  civil  code,  which  establishes  that  that 
change  only  subsists  during  the  marriage,  is  conclusive. 

Mrs.  Carmen  Silva  de  Massiani,  having  become  a  widow,  has  recov- 
ered, according  to  the  Venezuelan  law,  which  governs  her  personal 
status,  her  Venezuelan  nationality;  and,  even  if  it  might  be  sustained 
that,  according  to  the  French  law,  she  continues  to  be  French,  this 
commission,  in  determining  the  conflict  of  nationality  arising  from  the 
two  laws,  must  take  into  consideration  the  especial  circumstances  and 
the  facts  showing  the  real  condition  in  which  Mrs.  Carmen  Silva  de 
Massiani  has  maintained  herself  with  reference  to  her  nationality,  as 
well  as  with  respect  to  the  nationality  of  her  children. 

It  is  not  proved,  nor  has  it  been  attempted  to  prove,  that  Mrs.  Silva 
de  Massiani,  after  she  became  a  widow,  or  her  children  of  full  age,  have 
ever  pretended,  by  acts  proving  such  circumstance,  to  obtain  and  pre- 
serve a  nationality  different  from  that  which  the  Venezuelan  law 
attributes  to  them,  under  which  law  they  have  performed  all  the  most 
important  acts  of  life  connected  with  the  personal  statute,  status  dvi- 
tatis,  and  governed  by  the  especial  laws  of  that  statute,  such  as  those 
relating  to  successions,  inheritances,  guardianships,  and  marriage. 
It  is  not  proved  either  that  the  male  children  of  Tomfi^  Massiani  have 
rendered  France  the  military  service  obligator}'-  for  every  Frenchman, 
or  in  any  way  contributed  to  the  satisfaction  of  other  charges  that 
would  prociu'e  the  protection  due  to  those  who  do  not  abstain  in  an 
unjustifiable  way  from  the  compliance  with  their  duty  to  their  native 
land. 

On  the  contrary,  all  the  especial  circumstances  and  precedents  con- 
nected with  the  persons  of  the  claimants  show  that  they  have  during 
all  their  life  remained  in  the  territory  of  Venezuela;  that  there  they 
have  had  for  three  generations  the  business  and  the  principal  and 
only  seat  of  their  interests,  and  they  have  contracted  in  the  same  terri- 
tory marriages  with  persons  of  different  nationalities,  enjoying  imder 
the  protection  of  the  Venezuelan  laws  the  security  they  grant  and  the 
services  which  the  authorities  of  their  residences  were  called  upon  to 
render  to  them  in  order  to  safeguard  their  persons  and  interests. 
From  those  facts  it  is  deduced  that  the  permanent  settlement  of  the 
widow  and  children  of  Tomds  Massiani,  in  the  territory  of  Venezuela, 
of  which  they  are  all  natives,  is  the  result  of  a  reasoned  and  persisting 
will  and  the  manifestation  of  a  free  and  spontaneous  purpose  which 
makes  the  law  of  domicile  prevail  over  any  other  law  when  detennining 
the  question  of  nationalitv. 

Mrs.  Carmen  Silva  de  Massiani,  her  children,  who  have  been  bom 
and,  one  of  them,  died  in  Venezuela,  and  her  grandchildren,  all  bom 
in  Venezuela,  are  Venezuelans,  not  only  by  the  law  of  Venezuela,  but 
in  virtue  of  all  the  especial  personal  circumstances  of  continued  resi- 
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dence,  business  ties  with  the  Venezuelan  soil,  which  has  given  them 
everything,  including  their  national  character. 

It  is  doubtless  that  when  a  group  of  men  are  considered,  and  the  aptitudes,  habits,  and 
attributes  of  each  individual  are  studied,  it  is  found  that  each  person  pertaining  to  a  group 
possesses  certain  common  characters  that  are  like  a  common  property  of  all  the  members 
belonging  to  the  same  group.  Hence  it  results  that,  if  attention  is  paid  to  the  common 
attributes  pertaining  to  all  the  individuals  of  each  group,  it  may  rightly  be  said  ikat  (hew 
individuals  belong  io  this  or  that  noHon.a 

In  view  of  the  aforesaid  circumstances,  the  arbitrator  for  Venezuela 
is  of  opinion  that  this  tribunal  has  no  jurisdiction  to  take  cognizance 
of  and  decide  the  claim  in  question,  and  that  there  is,  besides,  with 
respect  to  it  a  precedent  that  renders  it  equally  inadmissible. 

Said  precedent  consists  in  the  fact  that  the  same  claim  was  presented 
by  TomAs  Massiani,  from  whom  the  present  claimants  derive  their 
rights,  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  before  the  mixed  com- 
mission sitting  at  Caracas  from  1888  to  1890,  instituted  in  accordance 
with  the  Venezuelan-French  convention  of  1885. 

Tom4s  Massiani  claimed  from  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  before 
the  said  commission,  the  sum  of  351,449.80  bolivars.  As  appears  from 
the  certificate  issued  by  the  citizen  minister  of  foreign  affairs  on  the 
20th  of  the  present  month,  annexed  to  this  opinion,  the  members  of 
said  commission  in  the  sitting  of  the  7th  of  July,  1890,  gave  the  follow- 
ing award  with  leference  to  the  claim  in  question: 

The  first  part  of  the  claim  of  Mr.  Massiani,  of  which  mention  is  made  in  the  record  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  19th  of  May  of  the  present  year  for  49,666.84  bolivars,  was  accepted  by 
the  commission,  the  question  being  a  credit  already  reox)gnized  by  the  Govemmeilt  of  Vene- 
zuela, and  the  present  commissioner  being  authorized  by  a  note  addressed  to  him  by  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  on  the  18th  of  July  last,  No.  643,  to  examine  the  claims  that  had 
been  presented  to  the  commission  of  1879,  and  the  second  part  of  the  same  claim  amounting 
to  301 ,784.96  bolivars  was  disallowed,  because  the  interested  party  did  not  produce  a  suffi- 
cient document  in  support  of  his  claim. 

The  reason  on  which  was  based  the  disallowance  of  the  claim,  in  the 
part  above  determined,  which  is  tantamount  to  its  having  been  denied 
or  rejected,  was,  as  expressed  in  the  same  award,  the  want  of  sufficient 
proof  to  justify  it. 

The  successors  to  Tom&s  Massiani  now  pretend  that  this  commission 
'  should  examine  and  decide  again  what  was  already  the  object  of  the 
decision  of  the  mixed  commission  of  1888  to  1890,  and  base  their  pre- 
tention on  a  certificate  from  the  centralization  board  of  the  general 

o687.  II  est  hors  de  doute,  lorsque  I'on  considfere  une  reunion  d'horames  et  qu'on  ^tudie 
les  aptitudes,  les  habitudes  et  les  attributs  de  chaque  individu,  on  trouve  que  chaque  per- 
sonne,  que  appartient  k  cette  reunion,  a  certains  caract^res  iudividuels  et  certains  carac- 
t^res  c^ommuns,  qui  sont  comme  la  propri^t^  commune  et  de  tous  les  membres  qui 
appartiennent  au  mdme  groupe.  De  \h  il  r^ulte  que,  si  on  porte  son  attention  sur  les 
attributs  communs  qui  sont  propres  k  tous  les  individus  de  chaque  groupe,  on  pent  dire 
avcc  raison  que  ces  individus  appartiennent  k  telle  ou  telle  nation.  (Fiore,  Nouveau 
Droit  International  Public,  sec.  687.) 
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auditor's  office,  bearing  the  date  of  the  12th  of  August,  1890,  posterior, 
as  may  be  seen,  to  the  date  of  the  award  of  the  mixed  commission,  in 
which  certificate  the  movement  in  the  books  of  the  custom-house  of 
Carfipano  is  partly  detailed,  and  ending  by  a  note  signed  by  the  auditor- 
general,  in  which  it  is  declared  that,  according  to  said  books,  Tom&s 
Massiani  appeared  to  be  the  creditor  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
up  to  the  23d  of  June,  1890,  for  the  sum  of  270,813.56  bolivars. 

The  claimants  give  that  certificate  the  force  of  a  decisive  document 
in  favor  of  the  creditor,  and  sustaining  that  that  document  was  retained 
by  the  debtor,  or  that,  at  least,  this  prevented  its  presentation  in  due 
time  before  the  award  of  the  mixed  commission  of  1890,  they  pretend 
that  the  commission,  in  virtue  of  those  reasons,  should  invalidate  the 
award  of  the  preceding  commission  of  the  7th  of  July,  1890,  and  again 
decide  in  favor  of  their  claims. 

^  In  law  the  invalidation  of  a  sentence  is  admissible  when  founded 
on  several  causes,  as:  The  omission  of  the  summons  for  the  reply  of 
the  defendant;  the  falsity  of  the  document  in  virtue  of  which  the  sen- 
tence was  rendered,  and  the  retention  in  the  possession  of  the  adverse 
party  of  a  decisive  document  in  favor  of  the  action  or  the  exception  of 
the  claimant,  or  any  act  on  the  part  of  the  adverse  party  preventing 
the  presentation  in  due  time  of  said  decisive  document. 

To  admit  that  this  commission  is  called  upon  to  decide  the  invali- 
dation of  the  sentence  rendered  by  the  preceding  commission  it  would 
first  be  necessary,  as  provided  by  the  Venezuelan  Civil  Code  of  Pro- 
cedure, which  establishes  that  the  suit  for  invalidation  must  be 
brought  before  the  same  tribunal  that  rendered  the  sentence,  to  declare 
that  this  commission  is  the  same  commission  sitting  in  Caracas  in  1888 
in  virtue  of  the  Venezuelan-French  convention  of  1885. 

This  similitude  or  identity  can  not  be  deduced  only  from  the  inter- 
national character  of  both  commissions,  but  would  require  to  be  the 
result  of  an  express  convention  of  the  two  high  contracting  parties 
vesting  this  commission  with  the  power  of  revising  and  finding  the 
decisions  of  the  preceding  commission  in  the  same  way  as  the  national 
law  gives  its  ordinary  tribunals  the  express  power  of  invalidating  their 
own  sentences  in  such  cases  as  the  law  determines. 

No  suit  for  invalidation  has  either  been  brought  before  this  com- 
mission, in  which  the  debate  should  be  confined  to  examine  the  deci- 
sive force  of  the  document  presented  in  favor  of  the  creditor,  whether 
it  was  or  not  in  the  possession  of  the  debtor  when  the  sentence  was 
rendered,  or  whether  said  debtor  did  or  did  not  perform  any  acts  that 
might  prevent  the  presentation  thereof.  The  commissioner  for  Vene- 
zuela does  not  consider  that  he  must  give  an  especial  decision  on  these 
points  which  constitute  a  suit  for  the  invalidation  of  a  sentence  pre- 
viously rendered,  because  such  has  not  been  the  subject  of  examination 
by  this  commission;  but  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  document  presented 
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is  destitute  of  decisive  force  in  favor  of  the  creditor,  for  it  is  nothing 
but  a  certificate  issued  by  the  general  auditor's  office  to  the  effect  that 
according  to  the  books  of  the  custom-house  at  Cartlpano  it  appeared 
that  on  the  23d  of  June,  1869,  there  was  a  balance  in  favor  of  Tomfis 
Massiani,  without  determining  in  a  decisive  manner  that  he  was  cred- 
itor for  that  sum  on  the  date  of  the  certificate,  the  12th  of  August,  1890, 
or  twenty-two  years  thereafter.  No  data  have  been  furnished  with 
reference  to  the  fluctuation  of  that  account  in  the  intervening  twenty- 
two  years,  during  which  Mr.  T.  Massiani  continued  his  importations 
through  the  custom-house  at  Cariipano,  and  transfers  were  made 
decreed  by  special  laws  for  the  conversion  of  the  balances  against  the 
States  into  bonds  of  national  debt. 

.  The  apparent  abandonment  in  which,  according  to  the  pretention 
itself  of  Mr.  Massiani,  his  credit  was  left  during  twenty-one  years  with- 
out any  explanation;  the  lack  of  steps  to  obtain  its  payment  or  at 
least  to  procure  proofs  that  might  safeguard  his  rights,  constitute  so 
strong  a  presumption  against  the  subsistence  of  that  credit  that  it 
suffices  to  strengthen  the  opinion  expressed  that  the  certificate  pro- 
duced is  an  inefiicient  document  and  is  destitute  of  the  decisive  force 
that  the  law  and  common  sense  require  for  the  invalidation  of  a  sen- 
tence that  was  rendered,  because  the  claimant  did  not  produce  a  suffi- 
cient document  in  su2)port  of  his  claim. 

The  decisions  of  tribunals  oPthe  nature  of  these  commissions  are 
conclusive  and  final,  and  such  tribunals  are  constituted  in  order  pre- 
cisely that  tlieir  dec  isions  have  that  force  with  the  purpose  of  putting 
an  end  to  long-pending  and  vexing  questions  which  generally  disturb 
the  progress  of  international  relations. 

When  a  court  of  arbitration  rejects,  for  lack  of  proofs,  a  claim,  or 
when  it  admits  it  in  its  entiret}^  or  in  part,  its  decision  is  a  law  which 
binds  t^  e  two  contracting  nations. 

In  the  same  rase  of  the  claim  of  Tomas  Massiani,  that  of  being 
admitted  in  part  and  in  part  rejected,  were  many  others  submitted 
to  the  examination  of  the  commission  of  1888  to  1890,  and  that  com- 
mission was  given  the  power  of  fixing  or  appreciating  according  only 
to  the  documents  produced  in  each  case,  the  just  value  of  each  recla- 
mation. 

In  execution  of  that  power  it  examined  and  decided  more  than  one 
hundred  and  forty  r  laims,  rejecting  many  of  them  for  lack  of  proofs, 
so  that  of  the  sum  of  1 1 ,284,532.37  bolivars  to  which  the  claims  having 
a  determined  value  amounted  the  commission  only  admitted  as  lawful 
and  proved  the  sum  of  1,109,615.50  bolivars. 

For  the  reasons  stated  I  am  of  opinion  that  this  commission  must 
declare  itself  incompetent  to  take  cognizance  of  the  claim  entered, 
because  the  claimants  are  Venezuelans,  and,  besides,  that  it  must 
declare  said  claim  to  be  inadmissible,  as  far  as  the  sum  of  301,784.76 
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bolivars  and  the  interest  thereon  are  concerned,  because  respecting 
that  part  of  the  claim  there  is  a  sentence  passed  and  affirmed. 

As  to  the  new  promissory  notes  presented  as  a  complement  of  the 
said  claim,  they  are  not  covered  by  this  opinion,  because  as  they  are 
not  authenticated  they  do  not  meet  the  requisite  indispensable  for 
their  being  taken  into  consideration  according  to  the  rules  of  procedure 
established  by  this  commission. 

The  French  arbitrator  was  of  opinion  that  the  claim  was  to  be 
admitted  for  the  sum  of  270,813.56  bolivars  without  interest,  and  an 
agreement  not  having  been  arrived  at,  the  claim  was  referred  to  the 
umpire. 

Caracas,  AugTist  28,  1903. 
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According  to  the  exposition  made  in  his  letters  of  April  6  and  May 
13,  1903,  by  M.  Philippe  Massiani,  son  of  M.  Thomas  Massiani,  French 
citizen,  who  lived  in  Cartipano  and  died  there  October  9,  1901,  the 
Venezuelan  Government  would  have  been  answerable  to  the  latter 
for  a  sum  of  728,476.48  bolivars.     This  amount  is  made  up  as  follows: 

First,  341,737.36  bolivars  loaned  from  1863  to  1869  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  custom-house  of  Cardpano  and  to  General  Acosta,  chief 
of  the  Constitutional  army  of  the  east,  this  administrator  and  this 
general  being  duly  authorized  by  the  national  Government  to  contract 
loans  in  its  name. 

Second,  351,003.12  bolivars  representing  the  interest  on  the  sum 
loaned  from  the  date  of  the  obligation  to  June  30,  1903. 

Third,  3,200  bolivars  handed  over  in  1885  upon  the  requisition  of 
Generals  Urdaneta,  Pietri,  and  Rojas. 

Fourth,  14,136  bolivars  loaned  to  the  Legalista  revolution  of  1892. 

Fifth,  18,400  bolivars  furnished  the  Restaurador  revolution  in  1899. 
The  amount,  which  appears  under  No.  5,  formed  the  object  of  the 
demand  for  indemnity  presented  to  the  mixed  commission  estab- 
lished by  the  protocol  signed  at  Washington  February  27,  1903.  This 
commission  allowed  to  the  Massiani  heirs,  taking  account  of  interest, 
an  indemnity  of  19,900  bolivars,  as  results  from  the  extract  below 
from  the  minutes  of  the  sitting  of  September  10, 1903: 

Doctor  Padl  declares  that  M.  Massiani  (Thomas)  being  to-day  deceased  and  having  left 
as  heirs  his  wife  bom  in  Venezuela,  of  Venezuelan  parents  and  four  children  bom  in  Vene- 
zuela, he  sees  himself  obliged  to  refuse  consideration  of  the  claim  presented  by  this  French- 
man because  his  heirs  are  all  Venezuelans  according  to  Venezuelan  law,  and  the  advantage 
of  the  arbitral  tribunal  is  reserved  by  the  protocol  for  Frenchmen. 

M.  dc  Peretti  replies  that  M.  Massiani  (Thomas)  who  has  himself  addressed  before  his  death 
his  letter  of  claim  to  the  legation  of  France  enjoyed  exclusively  French  nationality,  and  that 
consequently  the  commission  is  competent  to  examine  this  claim  without  its  being  necessary 
to  look  into  the  question  of  knowing  if  the  heirs  who  are  all  considered  as  Frenchmen  by  the 
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French  law  and  enjoy  in  reality  two  nationalities,  have  manifested  in  the  course  of  their  life 
the  intention  of  remaining  French. 

The  commissioners  not  being  of  accord  remit  the  dossier  to  the  umpire  and  ask  him  to 
decide  if  the  claim  in  question,  and  of  which  they  do  not  discuss  the  amount,  enters  into  the 
category  of  those  which  are  included  by  the  terms  of  the  "protocol. 

Mr.  Filtz  pronounced  the  following  sentence: 

The  umpire,  the  commissioners  being  heard  and  after  the  examination  of  the  dossier  of  the 
claim  of  Massiani  (Thomas)  and  son,  considering  that  the  character  of  Frenchman  is  not 
denied  to  Massiani  senior,  that  the  claim  was  presented  by  him  and  not  by  his  heirs  and  that 
there  was  no  occasion  to  examine,  cx)nsequently  if  the  said  heirs  who  enjoy  in  fact  two 
nationahties  have  evidenced  in  the  course  of  their  life  their  preference  for  one  of  the  two, 
decides  that  the  claim  in  question  certainly  enters  into  the  category  of  those  which  are  pro- 
vided for  by  the  protocol  and  consequently  accords  to  Massiani  (Thomas)  and  son  the 
indemnity  of  19,900  boUvars. 

The  credit  which  is  set  forth  in  number  four  enters  into  the  category 
of  claims  provided  for  by  article  1  of  the  protocol  of  February  19, 1902, 
in  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  has  accorded  a  round  sum  of 
1,000,000  boUvars.  The  commission  which  met  at  Paris  to  make  a 
division  of  this  sum,  considering  that  the  claim  had  been  formulated 
by  M.  Thomas  Massiani,  who  enjoyed  incontestably  French  nationality, 
accorded  to  his  heirs  the  indemnity  demanded.  The  credit  which 
appears  in  No.  3  is  established  by  a  *Wale"  dated  June  28, 1885,  and 
signed  by  the  three  generals  who  made  the  requisition.  My  colleague 
concludes  to  reject  this  demand,  because  aside  from  the  reasons 
which  caused  liim  to  refuse  all  the  claims  ^presented  in  the  name  of 
Massiani  thought  the  latter  ought  to  have  been  presented  to  the 
mixed  commission  which  sat  from  1888  to  1890  and  was  competent 
to  examine  the  claims  arising  between  1869  to  1886,  and  again  that 
the  /Wale"  presented  no  authentic  character,  the  signatures  not 
being  legalized. 

I  partook  in  these  latter  points  of  the  opinion  of  Doctor  Patil  and  we 
rejected  this  demand.  The  credits  which  appear  under  Nos.  3,  4, 
and  5  are  then  out  of  the  cause. 

There  remains  the  credit  which  appears  under  Nos.  1  and  2  and 
which  amounts  to  692,740.48  bolivars.  When  this  claim  was  pre- 
sented to  the  mixed  commission  in  the  course  of  the  sitting  of  May  14, 
1903,  M.  Massiani  (Philippe)  had  not  yet  obtained  from  the  Venezue- 
lan Government  the  documents  which  seemed  to  establish  in  an  incon- 
testable manner  the  credit  of  his  father.  The  dossier  did  not  then 
establish  the  credit  until  after  the  taking  up  of  the  accounts  of  the 
Massiani  house.  Doctor  Patil  asked  Philippe  Massiani,  who  was 
heard  by  the  commission  at  its  meeting  of  May  23,  1903,  to  show  that 
after  the  decease  of  his  father  he  had  acquired  r.ll  the  rights  of  the  firm 
Massiani  &  Co.,  and  that  his  mother,  his  brothers,  and  his  sisters  had 
executed  regular  warrants  of  attorney.  M.  Philippe  later  remitted  a 
dossier  which  satisfied  this  request. 
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Of  a  common  accord  my  colleague  and  myself  postponed  the 
examination  of  this  affair  to  a  later  date,  M.  Massiani  having  informed 
us  that  he  was  soliciting  from  the  Venezuelan  administration  a  recog- 
nition of  the  debt.  He  obtained,  in  fact,  this  instrument  May  27, 1903, 
but  the  amount  of  the  debt  recognized  was  only  270,813.56  bolivars. 
This  figure  did  not  agree  with  that  of  the  claim.  The  interested  party 
declared  that  he  would  solicit  a  rectification.  He  did  not  remit  until 
August  4,  1903,  the  document  which,  according  to  him,  justifies  his 
claim  in  its  integral  amount. 

The  affair  entered  into  discussion  at  the  sitting«of  August  6,  1903,  as 
the  register  of  the  proceedings  of  the  commission  bears  witness : 

T^e  arbitrators  then  took  up  the  study  of  the  Massiani  claim,  which  in  the  course  of  the  sit- 
ting of  May  23  had  been  postponed  to  a  later  examination. 

After  having  passed  over  in  review  the  complementary  pieces  addressed  by  the  interested 
parties,  and  having  exchanged  views  with  his  colleague,  Doctor  Paul  expressed  the  desire  to 
study  the  dossier  anew,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  arbitrators  would  render  their  decision  on 
this  claim  at  the  next  meeting. 

At  the  meeting  of  August  24,  1903,  '^  after  a  new  exchange  of  views 
and  a  long  discussion,"  as  the  minutes  say,  the  affair  was  agam 
reserved.  Finally  at  the  sitting  of  August  28,  1903,  Doctor  Pafil 
having  concluded  to  reject  the  demand,  I  appealed  to  the  umpire. 

I  have  accorded  to  the  Massiani  heirs  an  indemnity  of  270,813.56 
bolivars,  because  after  having  read  the  documents  sent  May  27,  1903, 
to  M.  PhiUppe  Massiani  by  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  it  seems 
impossible  to  me  that  the  credit  should  be  contested.  This  document 
is  an  authentic  copy  delivered  to  M.  Philippe  Massiani  upon  his  request 
by  the  director  of  public  law  to  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  with 
the  authority  of- the  minister  of  the  liquidation  of  the  credit  of  Mas- 
siani effected  August  12,  1890.  This  liquidation  concerns  a  table  of 
loans,  with  their  dates  and  their  amounts,  extracted  from  the  books  of 
public  accounts  and  closed  with  the  following  declaration  of  Gen.  T.  B. 
Arismendi,  contador  general  de  la  s 3  la  de  centralizaci6n : 

Consequently  and  as  results  from  the  former  administration,  it  appears  that  M.  Thomas 
Massiani  is  the  creditor  of  the  Government  for  the  sum  of  67,703.39  pesos,  or  270,813.56 
bolivars. 

It  is  undeniable  that  on  the  date  August  12,  1890,  the  Venezuelan 
Government  owed  this  sum  to  M.  Thomas  Massiani.  If  the  payment  had 
been  made  since  to  the  interested  parties  it  would  have  been  very  easy 
for  the  Venezuelan  administrator  to  prove  it  by  producing  the  receipt. 
It  is  then  beyond  doubt  that  the  debtor  is  still  at  the  present  hour 
responsible  for  this  sum  to  the  personal  representatives  of  M.  Massiani. 

The  rights  of  succession  have  only  seemed  to  me  completely  estab- 
lished for  this  sum.  M.  Philippe  Massiani  argues  that  the  said  liqui- 
dation does  not  include  a  sum  of  30,971.40  bolivars,  which  caused  the 
credit  of  270,813.65  boUvars  to  amount  to  301,784.96  boUvars,  a  sum 
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already  claimed  in  vain  from  a  preceding  mixed  commission  by  M. 
Thomas  M^ssi:.ni.  He  brs  demanded  of  the  minister  of  finances  an 
official  rectification  and  he  flatters  himself  of  having  obtained  it. 
Not  sharing  his  opinion  on  this  point,  I  have  not  been  able,  while 
recognizing  for  the  interested  parties  only  the  right  rigorously  estab- 
lished, to  accord  this  supplementary  indemnity. 

I  ought  to  note  here,  for  the  information  of  the  umpire,  the  notable 
contradiction  which  exists  between  the  liquidation  of  August  12, 1890, 
and  the  official  report,  of  which  a  copy  certified  by  the  director  of  the 
budget  was  sent  to  the  minister  of  finances  June  27,  1903,  as  a  result  of 
the  demand  for  rectification  of  M.  Philippe  Massiani.  Not  only  are  the 
amounts  produced  by  the  latter  document  not  in  accord  either  with 
those  of  the  demands  nor  with  those  of  the  liquidation  of  August  12, 
1890,  but  the  uncontested  and  uncontestable  existence  of  this  latter 
liquidation  suffices  to  prove  the  inexactness  of  the  conclusion  of  this 
offici..l  report.  It  concludes,  in  fact,  that  in  the  books  of  accoimt  one 
can  follow  the  trace  of  the  credit  only  cs  far  as  April,  1870,  and  that 
the  liquidation  remitted  by  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  in  a  certi- 
fied copy  is  dated  August  12,  1890.  Is  this  only  an  error?  Does  not 
this  inexact  report  betray  the  predetermination  of  the  minister  of 
foreign  aflFairs  to  efface  the  impression  which  ought  to  be  produced  on 
the  arbitrators  by  the  reading  of  the  liquidation  of  1890,  the  copy  of 
which,  vainly  sought  for  during  long  years,  seems  to  have  been  obtained 
only  by  a  surprise,  thanks  to  the  friendly  relation  between  the  inter- 
ested parties  and  certain  officials  of  the  ministry  of  foreign  relations. 

M.  Philippe  Massiani  claimed,  moreover,  a  sum  of  39,952.40  boli- 
vars, represented  by  receipts  analogous  to  those  which,  remitted  to  the 
Venezuelan  administration,  had  permitted  him  to  establish  notably 
the  liquidation  of  1890.  Why  have  these  receipts,  which  besides  do 
not  present  sufficient  authentic  character,  been  thus  preserved  ?  Why 
did  not  M.  Thomas  Massiani  present  them  to  the  mixed  commission 
of  1888?  Have  they  not  already  been  settled?  All  these  questions 
not  having  received  satisfactory  answers,  I  have  not  been  able  to 
admit  this  part  of  the  claim. 

Finally  M.  Philippe  Massiani  claimed  351,003.12  bolivars  of  interest 
reckoned  at  3  per  cent  from  the  date  of  the  obligation  to  June  30, 1903. 
I  have  not  believed  I  ought  to  receive  this  demand  even  for  the 
270,813.56  bolivars,  which  I  consider  indisputably  due  by  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government.  Messrs.  Massiani,  father  and  son,  appej^r  in 
effect  to  have  taken  no  steps  before  the  Venezuelan  administration  to 
obtain  from  it  the  reimbursement  of  their  credit.  They  have  both 
waited  before  filing  their  claim  for  the  meeting  of  the  mixed  commis- 
sions. They  have  then  waited  of  their  own  free  will  end  have  thus 
lost  the  chance  to  see  themselves  rewarded  by  a  judge  basing  himself 
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upon  equity  alone  for  the  interest  which  in  right  they  ought  not  to 
have  counted  upon. 

I  have  abeady  expldined  why  I  could  not  share  the  opinion  of  my 
honorable  colleague  upon  the  value  of  the  document  remitted  to 
M.  Philippe  Massiani  May  27,  1903,  a  document  which,  in  my  opki- 
ion,  proves  superabundantly  the  credit  of  the  Massianis.  Besides  the 
fact  the  document  does  not  seem  to  him  ''sufficient  to  prove  the 
existence  of  the  debt  in  a  decisive  manner,"  Doctor  Patil  justifies 
the  rejection  of  this  claim  by  considerations  drawn  from  the  nation- 
ality of  the  Massiani  heirs  and  by  the  fact  that  the  mixed  commission 
of  1888-1890  has  already  rejected  the  demand  in  question.  M.  Thomas 
Massiani,  bom  in  Prance  of  French  parents,  enjoyed  incontestably 
and  exclusively  French  nationality.  His  title  of  French  citizen  has 
been  certified  by  the  legation  of  France  at  Caracas  and  recognized 
by  the  Venezuelan  commissioner  at  the  mixed  commission  of  1888- 
1890.  The  claim  was  bom  during  the  life  of  Thomas  Massiani.  It 
is  the  right  of  a  French  citizen  who  has  been  injured,  and  conse- 
quently the  mixed  commission  appointed  by  the  protocol  of  Paris, 
which  includes  ''the  demands  for  indemnities  presented  by  French- 
men,'' is  indeed  competent  to  consider  this  claim. 

One  might  insist  upon  that,  as  the  mixed  commission  appointed  by 
the  protocol  of  Washington  has  done  successively  for  the  same  inter- 
ested party  for  part  No.  5  of  their  claim  and  the  commission  of 
repartition  appointed  by  the  French  Government  for  No.  4. 

One  would  place  then  out  of  the  case  as  the  umpire,  Mr.  Filtz,  has 
done  in  his  award,  the  nationality  of  the  heirs.  But  I  consider  that 
even  if  one  takes  this  latter  into  consideration  the  arbitral  commission 
created  by  the  protocol  of  Paris  has  jurisdiction.  The  widow  of 
Thomas  Massiani,  bom  in  Venezuela,  of  Venezuela  parents,  but  mar- 
ried to  a  Frenchman,  and  her  children,  bom  in  Venezuela  of  French 
parents,  all  enjoy  incontestably  two  nationalities.  They  are  French 
according  to  French  law  and  Venezuelans  according  to  Venezuelan 
law.  It  results  that  when  the  protocol  speaks  of  "demands  for  indem- 
nities presented  by  Frenchmen''  it  has  in  mind  claims  presented  by 
individuals  to  which  the  French  Government  assures  its  protection 
because  the  French  law  recognizes  them  as  Frenchmen.  It  is  in  no 
way  specified  in  the  protocol  that  the  Venezuelan  law  will  be  obliged 
also  to  recognize  these  individuals  as  Frenchmen.  On  the  contrary, 
all  the  protocols  signed  last  year  at  Washington  between  Venezuelan 
and  foreign  powers  to  regulate  analogous  difficulties  have  declared 
expressly  that  local  legislation  ought  not  to  be  taken  into  account. 
Then,  even  if  the  heirs  of  Mr.  Thomas  Massiani  had  presented  a  claim 
in  their  personal  name,  the  arbitral  commission  would  have  been  quali- 
fied to  examine  it.  It  is  so  with  much  greater  reason,  since  this  claim 
concerns  a  credit  of  Mr.  Thomas  Massiani  himself. 
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On  the  other  hand,  it  is  true  that  the  mixed  commission  of  1888-1890 
rendered,  at  its  sitting  of  July  7, 1890,  the  following  award : 

The  second  part  of  the  same  oiaim  (claim  Thomas  Massiani),  amounting  to  301,784.96 
bolivars,  is  definitely  rejected,  the  interested  party  not  supporting  his  demand  by  a  suffi- 
cient document. 

But  it  is  necessary  to  know  that  this  "sufficient  document"  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  which,  being  requested  by 
the  interested  party,  did  not  make  it  out  until  the  1 2th  of  August,  1 890, 
after  the  close  of  the  labors  of  the  commission,  and  did  not  deliver  a 
copy  to  Mr.  Philippe  Massiani  until  May  27,  1903.  One  can  then  dis- 
cuss in  what  case  and  by  what  tribunal  may  an  award  rendered  by  the 
mixed  commission  of  1888-1890  be  revised. 

One  could,  however,  remark  that,  this  commission  having  rendered 
irrevocable  decisions,  these  decisions  could  not  be  submitted  to  a 
revision  unless  a  new  fact  unknown  to  the  arbitrators  has  appeared  to 
modify  the  appearance  of  the  affair  in  such  a  manner  that  the  decision 
may  have  been  entirely  different  if  the  arbitrators  had  knowledge  of  it. 
One  might  establish  then  that  this  is  precisely  the  case  of  the  Massiani 
claim.  Finally,  one  might  maintain,  with  reason,  that  no  tribunal 
would  be  better  qualified  than  the  present  arbitral  commission  to 
examine  anew  an  affair  already  submitted  to  the  mixed  commission  of 
1888-1890,  and  that  even  the  protocol  giving  it  competency  to  regu. 
late  all  the  claims  of  Frenchmen,  whether  they  were  directed  against  a 
former  award  or  caused  by  an  entirely  different  motive,  this  arbitral 
commission  is  alone  in  position  to  decide  if  there  is  room  to  revise  such 
or  such  decision  of  the  preceding  commission. 

In  equity,  the  document  sent  May  27,  1903,  to  M.  Philippe  Massiani 
establishing  incontestably  the  existence  of  his  credit,  and  the  arbi- 
trators of  1890  having  only  rejected  the  Massiani  claim  for  lack  of 
probative  document  -retained  by  the  Venezuelan  administration,  an 
arbitrator  can  but  condemn  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  reimburse 
the  Massiani  heirs  for  the  sum  which  it  has  recognized  itself  as  due  him. 

In  the  course  of  our  discussions  relative  to  this  claim  Doctor  Patil 
declared  to  me  that  he  would  have  been  disposed  to  accord  an  indem- 
nity equal  to  the  sum  included  in  the  liquidation  of  1890  if  the  inter- 
ested party  had  filed  a  new  claim  bearing  upon  the  refusal  of  the 
Government  to  deliver  the  document  which  was  demanded  of  it. 

I  replied  that  this  was  a  simple  question  of  form,  that  the  expof^^ 
made  in  the  letters  of  M.  Massiani  of  his  numerous  proceedings  take 
the  place  of  the  formal  claim,  and  that  one  could  not,  in  order  to  reject 
his  proven  claim,  base  his  action  upon  the  moderation  the  claimant 
had  displayed  in  not  asking,  besides  the  sum  due,  a  special  indemnity 
for  the  veritable  denial  of  justice  which  this  refusal  in  question  con- 
stituted. In  according  to  the  heirs  of  Massiani  only  270,813.56  boli- 
vars of  the  692,740.48  bolivars  demanded,  I  have  sought  to  restore 
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them  possession  of  that  which  is  incontestably  due  them.  I  have  laid 
aside  all  the  demands  which,  not  being,  perhaps,  without  some  f oundar- 
tion,  are,  however,  not  established  by  sufficient  proofs. 

We  ought  to  consider  that,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  protocol, 
this  indemnity  must  be  paid  in  bonds  of  diplomatic  debt  and  not  in 
gold.  From  the  fact  of  this  concession,  graciously  granted  to  the 
Venezuelan  Grovemment  by  the  French  Grovernment,  to  allow  it  to 
settle  its  debts  with  more  facility  the  amount  of  the  indemnity  finds 
itself  in  reality  reduced. 

At  this  time  the  true  value  of  these  bonds  is  half  their  nominal  value. 

The  payment  of  the  Massiani  heirs  of  the  indemnity  of  270,813.56 
bolivars  would  then  permit  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  free  itself 
by  125,000  bolivars  of  a  debt  amoimting  in  reahty  to  270,813.56 
bolivars. 

Makch  12,  1904.  

ADDITIONAL  OPINION  OF  THE  VENEZUELAN  COMMISSIONEB. 

From  the  extract  of  the  oral  proceedings  at  the  sitting  held  in 
Caracas  on  August  28,  1903,  when  the  conmiissioners  for  France  and 
Venezuela  heard  the  claim  entered  by  Felipe  A.  Massiani  for  the  sum 
of  692,740.80  bolivars,  it  appears  that  the  French  commissioner  held 
that  the  sum  of  270,813.56  bolivars,  representing  the  principal,  should 
be  awarded  without  interest,  because  of  the  negligence  for  many  years 
shown  by  the  claimants  in  defense  of  their  rights.  The  same  commis- 
sioner also  rejected  other  specifications  contained  in  the  claim,  as  he 
did  not  consider  them  sufficiently  established.  The  undersigned,  as 
the  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  then  and  there  rejected  the  claim  in 
its  entirety,  basing  my  contention  as  shown  in  the  opinion  which, 
translated  into  Enghsh,  I  submit  herewith,  in  these  three  main  points, 
to  wit: 

First.  Incapacity  for  want  of  proper  jurisdiction  of  this  arbitration 
commission  to  hear  the  claim  in  question,  because  Felipe  A.  Massiani 
and  the  rest  of  the  claimants  represented  by  him  are  Venezuelans,  hav- 
ing been  bom  within  Venezuelan  territory. 

Second.  Because  there  exists  a  condition  of  res  judicata  as  regards 
the  object  of  the  claim  in  that  portion  dealing  with  the  capital  of 
270,813.56  bohvars  as  submitted  by  the  French  commissioner;  and 

Third.  Because  the  document  produced  by  Felipe  A.  Massiani  to 
prove  the  existence  of  the  debt  lacks  sufficient  force  to  establish 
beyond  dispute  the  validity  of  the  claim,  such  document  being  insuffi- 
cient to  overrule  the  award  of  the  French- Venezuelan  mixed  com- 
mission of  1888-1890,  decreed  in  the  matter  of  the  claim  entered  before 
said  commission  by  the  father  of  Felipe  A.  Massiani,  demanding  the 
same  amount. 

The  Venezuelan  citizenship  by  birth  of  the  claimants,  Carmen  Silva 
de  Massiani,  the  widow  of  Tomds  Massiani;  FeUpe  A.  Massiani,  Ascen- 
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ci6n  Massiani  de  Phelan,  Nuncia  Massiani  de  Orsini,  and  Luis  A.  Mas- 
siani,  children  of  Tom&s  Massiani ;  and  the  minor  children  of  Isabel 
Paran  de  Massiani,  Antonio  Jos6,  Tomfis  Maria,  Mercedes,  Luis 
Enrique,  Carmen  de  Lourdes,  and  Gloria,  bom  during  her  marriage  to 
Antonio  Massiani,  deceased,  the  son  of  Tom&s  Massiani,  such  minors 
being  the  grandsons  of  the  latter,  is  fully  established  in  this  case  and 
is  not  a  point  open  to  discussion.  'All  of  them,  durmg  a  succession  of 
years  embracing  three  generatioiis,  have  not  only  had  one  conmion 
native  land,  but  one  common  cfty  of  birth,  Caxtipano^  formerly  a 
fishermen's  town,  where  Tom6s  Massiani  met  and  married,  in  1858, 
Carmen  Silva.  The  domicile  6f  the  widow  has  always  continued  to 
be  the  same  as  that  of  her  fol*)CTathers  and  that  of  all  her  children  and 
grandchildren.  From  the  Woment  of  her  widowhood  she  recovered 
her  Venezuelan  nationahty,  according  to  the  provisions  of  article  19, 
section  2,  Title  I,  Book  I  of  the  civil  code  of  Venezuela,^  in  force  at  the 
time  of  the  death  of  Tomds  Massiani,  which  took  place  in  Cartipano  on 
October  9,  1901.  Her  daughters,  Ascenci6n  Massiani  de  Phelan  and 
Nuncia  Massiani  de  Orsini,  do  not  appear  to  have  lost  their  origmal 
nationality,  as  the  foreign  nationality  of  their  respective  husbands  has 
not  been  established. 

It  is  a  generally-established  principle  that  the  individual  status  is 
governed  by  the  laws  of  the  country  of  which  a  man  or  woman  is  a 
citizen  or  subject,  and  the  nationality  in  the  case  of  the  widow  and 
children  of  Tom&s  Massiani  as  regards  Venezuela  is  fixed  by  birth  or 
lex  loci.  The  conflict  between  French  legislation  which  maintains  the 
principle  of  descent,  or  lex  sanguinis,  and  the  Venezuelan  laws,  which 
support  the  principle  of  the  birthplace,  has  already  been  the  subject 
of  learned  discussions  by  mixed  tribunals,  when  it  has  been  invariably 
decided  that  the  conflict  is  controlled  by  the  law  of  domicile,  and  in 
conjunction  with  this  ruling  the  no  less  weighty  doctrine  that  in  such 
controversies  the  principle  that  in  the  event  of  double  citizenship,  no 
country  can  claim  for  a  person  having  the  nationahty  of  the  respondent 
country,  but  it  may  claim  against  all  other  countries. 

Bluntschh  (International  Law,  section  374)  states  the  following: 

Certain  persons  or  families  may  in  rare  instances  be  under  the  jurisdiction  of  two  or 
even  a  larger  number  of  different  states.  .  In  case  of  conflict  the  preference  will  be  giyeo 
to  the  state  in  which  the  individual  or  family  in  question  have  their  domicile;  their  ligbts  in 
the  state  where  they  had  no  residence  will  bo  considered  suspended,  b 

I  a  Art.  19.  La  venezolana  que  se  casare  con  un  extranjero  se  rcputar&  como  extranjera 

respecto  de  los  derechos  propios  de  los  venezolanos,  siempre  que  por  el  hecho  del  matri- 
monio  adquiera  la  nacionalidad  del  maiido  y  mientras  permanezca  casada. 

bCertaines  personnes  ou  families  peuvent  exceptionnellement  dt^e  ressortissauts  de 
deux  ^tats  diff^rents  ou  mdme  d'un  plus  grand  nombre  d'^tats. 

En  cas  de  conflit,  la  pidf^rence  sera  accord^e  &  I'^tat  dans  lequel  la  personne  ou  la 
famiUe  en  question  ont  leur  domicile;  leur  droits  dans  les  ^tats  oii  eUes  ne  rodent  pas 
seront  consid^^  comme  suspendus. 


i 
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The  same  opinion  is  held  by  Twiss,  "Law  of  Nations/^  pages  231- 
232. 

Moore,  Int.  Arbit.,  vol.  3,  page  2454,  in  the  cases  of  Lucien  Lavigne, 
No.  11,  and  Felix  Bister,  No.  20;  decision  of  Arbitrators,  Spanish 
Commission,  (1871),  April  27,  1878,  says: 

The  act  of  Congress  of  February  10, 1855  (10  U.  S.  SUt.  L.,  604),  which  provides  that 
penons  heretofore  born,  or  hereafter  to  be  bom,  out  of  the  limits  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  whose  fathers  were  or  shall  be  at  the  time  of  their  birth  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  shall  be  deemed  and  considered  and  are  hereby  declared  to  be  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  cATi  not  operate  so  as  to  interfere  with  the  allegiance  which  such  children  may  owe 
to  the  country  of  their  birth  while  they  continue  within  its  territory. 

Supposing,  finally,  that  one  individual  united  in  his  person  several  nationalities,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  apply  the  law  best  agreeing  mthhis  actual  posifion,  otherwise  the  question 
would  be  insoluble.    (Heffter,  Paris,  1866,  p.  74.)  a 

It  was  under  circumstances  similar  to  those  of  the  present  claimants 
that  the  mixed  American  and  Venezuelan  commission,  acting  under 
the  protocol  of  December  5,  1885,  settled  the  question  of  double 
nationality  in  the  case  of  Narcissa  de  Hammer  and  Amelia  de  Brissot, 
both  bom  in  Venezuela,  both  widows  of  United  States  citizens,  and 
both  having  resided  in  Venezuela  during  their  married  lives,  both 
having  had  children  bom  in  the  same  country,  both  claiming  in  behalf 
of  their  respective  children,  and  both  having  continued  to  reside  in 
Venezuela  after  the  death  of  their  respective  husbands.  The  unani- 
mous decision  of  the  commission  was  that  they  had  no  jurisdiction  to 
hear  and  decide  the  claim.  (See  Moore,  Int.  Arbit.,  vol.  3,  pp.  2456- 
2461.) 

Many  other  analogous  cases  could  be  cited J;o  corroborate  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this  question  of  jurisdiction,  but  they  are  well  known 
to  the  honorable  umpire,  who  has  quoted  them  in  enlightened  awards 
that  in  his  capacity  of  umpire  he  had  occasion  to  render  in  the  claims 
of  Mathison  against  the  Venezuelan  Government  before  the  British- 
Venezuelan  commission,  created  by  the  protocol  of  Washington  on 
February  13,  1903,  and  in  his  award  in  the  case  of  Stevenson  against 
that  Government  before  the  same  commission.  (Venezuelan  Arbi- 
trations of  1903,  Ralston's  Report,  pp.  433-438  and  442-455.)  The 
Hon.  Jackson  H.  Ralston,  umpire  in  the  Italian- Venezuelan  Commis- 
sion under  the  Washington  protocol  of  February  13,  1903,  rendered 
similar  decisions  in  -  the  claims  of  Miliani,  Brignone,  and  Poggioli. 
(Ralston's  Report,  pp.  715-720,  759-762,  866.) 

The  learned  commissioner  for  France  makes  an  issue  of  the  French 
nationality  of  Tom&s  Massiani,  who  was  the  husband  of  Carmen  Silva 
de  Massiani  and  the  father  of  Felipe  A.  Massiani  and  his  brothers  and 
sisters,  to  maintain  that  the  claim  entered  by  the  latter  before  this 

a  Suppose  enfin  qu'  un  individu  r^unlt  en  sa  personne  plusieurs  nationalit^s  distinctes, 
il  faudrait  appliquer  les  lois  qui  s'accorderaient  le  mieux  avec  sa  position  actuelle;  autre- 
ment  la  question  serait  insoluble. 
8.  Dec.  533,59— 1 15 
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commission  originated  during  the  life  of  their  father;  that  the  injured 
rights  are  those  of  a  French  citizen,  and  the  mixed  commission  created 
by  the  Paris  protocol  dealing  with  the  claims  for  indemnification 
entered  by  French  citizens  **is  qualified  to  hear  the  present  daim 
without  taking  into  consideration  the  citizenship  of  the  heirs  of  Tomds 
Massiani.**  Such  opinion  can  not  be  maintained  in  the  presence  of 
the  strict  terms  of  the  Paris  protocol,  which  vest  this  commission  with 
but  limited  authority  to  investigate  and  decide  the  indemnification 
claims  entered  by  Frenchmen.  When  the  terms  of  a  convention  have 
been  cleariy  and  precisely  stated,  there  is  no  room  for  interpretation, 
but  they  must  be  applied  with  strict  adherence  to  the  meaning  of  the 
words.  The  respective  article  of  the  protocol  states  ^*  claims  for 
indemnification  entered  by  Frenchmen."  Entered  before  whom? 
Before  the  commision.  Entered  by  whom?  By  Frenchmen,  and 
imder  no  condition  by  the  heirs  of  French  citizens,  no  matter  what  the 
nationality  of  such  heirs  may  be.  Nor,  how  could  it  be  possible  that 
because  there  exists  a  right  which  has  passed  to  a  Venezuelan  citizen 
or  an  English  or  Chinese  subject  by  descent  from  a  French  citizen,  the 
country  of  which  the  deceased  was  a  citizen,  should  arrogate  to  itself 
the  authority  to  enter  an  action  as  a  claimant  against  Venezuela,  if  the 
claimant  is  a  Venezuelan,  or  to  invoke  the  protecting  action  of  England 
or  China  in  case  the  owners  of  the  credit  or  of  the  injured  right  be  an 
English  or  Chinese  subject?  Such  anomalies  can  not  exist  within  the 
precedents  and  principles  of  international  law.  It  is  indispensable 
that  the  claim  in  its  origin  should  have  belonged  to  a  French  citizen; 
and,  furthermore,  that  ji  has  continued  to  be  the  property  of  a  French 
citizen  until  the  very  moment  in  which  by  virtue  of  a  convention 
entered  into  by  the  two  countries  such  claim  is  entered  before  the  proper 
commission  to  be  investigated  and  decided  upon.  Countless  decisions 
of  international  commissions  confirm  this  as  the  only  possible  rule  to 
maintain  the  jurisdiction  of  such  courts  within  the  limits  which  their 
own  nature  and  the  ends  to  be  served  by  them  mark  as  indispensable 
for  the  performance  of  their  legal  functions. 

The  right  of  France  to  intervene  on  behalf  of  a  French  citizen,  in 
case  Tom4s  Massiani  should  have  entered  before  his  death  a  claim 
against  the  Venezuelan  Government,  would  have  ceased  to  exist  on 
the  day  the  claimant  died,  if  he  had  not  left  either  ascendants,  descend- 
ants, or  collateral  heirs,  or  if  he  had  not  been  married.  It  would  also 
have  ceased,  if  his  widow  or  the  ascendant  or  descendant  heirs  should 
have  deprived  the  country  of  the  husband  or  father  of  the  right  to 
intervene  by  acts  of  their  own  volition  or  because  they  lack  the  per- 
sonal status  indispensable  to  appear  before  this  commission  and  be 
awarded  indemnities  which  the  commission  can  not  grant  to  other  than 
such  persons  as  enjoy  solely  French  nationality  established  beyond 
dispute. 
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The  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  in  support  of  this  right  application 
of  Article  I  of  the  Paris  protocol,  adduces  the  following  authorities: 

Sir  Edward  Thornton,  umpire  in  the  case  of  M.  J.  de  Lizardi  against 
Mexico,  entered  by  his  niece  Maria  de  Lizardi  del  Valle,  wife  of  Pedro 
del  Valle,  makes  the  following  statement : 

As,  therefore,  Mr.  lizardi's  niece  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  iStates,  and  as  she  would  be 
the  beneficiary  of  whatever  award  the  commission  might  make,  the  umpire  is  decidedly  of 
opinion  that  the  case  is  not  within  tlie  jurisdiction  of  the  commission.  Even  if  the  uncle  of 
Mr.  Lizardi  had  been  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  which  the  umpire  does  not  admit, 
whatever  may  have  been  the  merits  of  the  case,  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ox)mmission  would 
have  ceased  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Lizardi.     (Moore's  Int.  Arbit.  vol.  3,  p.  2483.) 

In  the  claim  of  Oscar  Chopin  against  the  United  States,  *  under  the 
convention  of  January  5,  1870,  entered  in  his  own  behalf  and  the  name 
of  three  heirs  to  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  a  French  citizen,  resident  of 
Louisiana,  who  died  in  1870,  leaving  three  other  heirs,  all  bom  in  the 
United  States,  as  a  portion  of  his  estate,  the  claim  in  question,  the 
counsel  for  France  withdrew  that  portion  of  the  claim  representing  the 
share  of  one  of  the  four  heirs  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin  on  the  grounds 
that  such  heir  had  married  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  thus  clearly 
recognizing  the  principle  that  the  right  to  an  indemnification  is  gov- 
erned by  the  legal  and  individual  interest  of  the  beneficiary  and  not  by 
the  original  wrong  or  the  damages  sustained  by  the  French  nationality. 

In  the  case  of  Jos6  Maria  Jarrero  under  the  resolution  of  Congress 
March  3,  1849,  for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  the  United  States 
against  Mexico,  the  original  claim  was  in  favor  of  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  but  before  the  conclusion  with  Mexico  of  the  treaty 
which  created  the  commission  such  claim  passed  to  a  Mexican  citizen. 
The  commission  disallowed  the  claim  and  made  the  following  statement : 

It  matters  not  that  the  claim  was  American  in  its  origin.  It  had  ceased  to  be  American 
at  the  date  of  the  treaty,  and  the  holder  of  it  could  not  invoke  the  interposition  of  our  Gov- 
ernment for  his  protection.     (Moore,  Int.  Arbit.  vol.  3,  p.  2325.) 

Particular  mention  should  be  made  of  the  excerpts  found  in  Moore's 
International  Arbitration,  vol.  3,  page  2388  of  the  *^notes"  published 
by  one  of  the  members  of  the  commission  created  by  the  convention 
between  the  United  States  and  France  July  4,  1831,  showing  that  this 
matter  was  considered  by  said  commission. 

It  was  of  course  indispensable  to  the  validity  of  a  reclamation  before  the  commissioners 
that  it  should  be  altogether  American.  This  character  was  held  by  them  to  belong  only  to 
cases  where  the  individual  in  wliose  tight  the  claim  was  preferred  had  been  an  American 
citizen  at  the  time  of  the  wrongful  act,  and  entitled  as  such  to  invoke  the  protection  of  the 
United  States  for  tJie  property  which  was  the  subject  of  the  wrong  and  where  the  claim  up 
to  the  date  of  the  com^ention  had  at  all  times  belonged  to  American  citizens. 

Again — 

It  was  necessary  for  the  claimant  to  show  not  only  that  his  property  was  American  when 
the  claim  originated,  but  that  the  ownership  of  the  claim  was  still  American  when  the  con- 

o Moore,  Int.  Arb.,  p.  2506;  page  83,  Boutwell's  report.  House  Ex.  Doc.  No.  235,  Forty- 
eighth  Congress,  second  session. 
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vention  went  into  effect.  *  *  *  Nor  could  a  claim  that  had  lost  its  American  character 
ever  resume  it  if  it  had  heretofore  passed  into  the  possession  of  a  foreigner  or  of  one  othertrise 
incapacitated  to  claim  before  this  commission. 

The  umpire  above  mentioned,  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  in  the  case  of 
Herman  F.  Wulff  against  Mexico  (Moore,  pp.  1353-1354,  note), 
decided : 

The  umpire  can  not  acquiesce  in  the  aiiguments  put  forward  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant, 
whoever  that  daimant  may  be.  He  is  of  opinion  that  not  only  must  it  be  proved  that  the 
person  to  whom  the  injury  was  done  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  but  also  that  the 
direct  recipients  of  the  award  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  whether  these  beneficiaries 
be  heirs  or,  in  failure  of  them,  creditors. 

In  the  case  of  Silvio  and  Americo  Poggioli,  a  native  of  Italy  and  an 
Italian  subject,  before  the  Italian- Venezulean  commission  under  the 
protocol  of  February  13,  1903,  the  umpire,  the  Hon.  Jackson  H. 
Ralston,  decided  in  the  matter  of  the  claim  of  Americo  Poggioli,  who 
died  before  the  convention  took  place, 'as  follows: 

However  this  may  be,  the  claim  of  Americo  Poggioli  died  with  him,  so  far  as  this  commis- 
sion is  concerned,  as  his  only  heirs  consist  of  his  widow  and  children,  and  all  of  whom  are 
Venezuelans  by  birth.  The  claim  of  his  heirs  is  therefore  Venezeulan,  under  the  rules  here- 
tofore adopted  by  the  umpire,  particularly  in  the  Brignone  and  Miliani  cases.  (Venezuelan 
Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston's  Report,  p.  866.) 

The  decision  quoted  by  my  learned  colleague  in  his  brief,  rendered 
by  Mr.  Filtz,  umpire  in  the  French- Venezuelan  mixed  commission, 
which  met  in  Caracas  under  the  Washington  protocol  of  February, 
1903,  establishing  that — 

the  condition  of  French  citizenship  of  Tom&s  Massiani  had  not  been  disputed;  that  the  claim 
in  reference  had  been  entered  by  him  and  not  by  his  heirs,  and  that  there  was  no  need  to 
examine  whether  said  heirs,  who,  in  effect,  have  a  double  citizenship,  have  shown  or  not 
during  their  life  their  preference  for  one  or  the  other,  and  that  therefore  he  adjudged  the 
claim  to  belong  to  the  class  under  the  Washington  protocol  and  accordingly  awarded  Tom6s 
Massiani  and  sons  an  indemnification  of  19,900  bolivars — 

is  not  a  precedent  to  be  invoked.  Such  a  decision  is  exclusively  based 
upon  the  fact  that  the  claim  was  presented  to  the  minister  of  France 
in  Caracas  by  Tomds  Massiani,  father  himself,  and  such  is  not  the  case 
with  the  present  claim  entered  before  this  commission  by  the  widow 
and  children  of  Tom&s  Massiani.  On  the  other  hand,  the  awards  of 
Mr.  Filtz,  as  umpire  in  the  French- Venezuelan  Commission,  be  it  said 
without  the  desire  to  cast  the  slightest  reflection  upon  Ids  integrity, 
are  noticeable  because  they  are  based  solely  on  his  own  appreciation 
of  the  facts,  without  expounding  any  doctrine  whatever,  without  rea- 
soning the  conclusions,  which  in  the  majority  of  cases  are  contrary  to 
the  niles  and  precedents  established  as  fundamental  principles  of  inter- 
national law  by  the  most  eminent  authors,  expounders,  and  authori- 
ties on  the  subject  having  a  universal  reputation.  Such  decisions 
lack  force  as  compared  with  the  opinions  quoted  from  among  man]? 
others  no  less  weighty  that  could  be  cited. 
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Tomis  Massiani  died  in  the  city  of  Carupano  during  the  month  of 
October,  1901,  as  shown  by  the  death  certificate  in  this  case,  before 
the  conclusion  of  the  Paris  protocol  of  February  19,  1902,  creating  this 
commission,  and  without  having  entered  before  any  representative  of 
France,  nor  later  before  the  mixed  commission  of  1888-1890,  any 
claim  whatever  that  may  be  construed  to  be  the  same  entered  before 
this  commission  by  his  widow  and  children  in  their  capacity  of  heirs. 

The  present  claim,  as  regards  that  portion  of  the  same  for  270,813.56 
bolivars,  which  has  been  admitted  by  the  French  commissioner,  origi- 
nated, and,  it  may  be  said,  was  bom  in  Felipe  A.  Massiani,  in  his  own 
behalf,  and  in  behalf  of  his  mother.  Carmen  Silva  de  Massiani,  and  his 
brothers  and  sisters,  on  May  27, 1903,  date  of  the  document  or  certifi- 
cation issued  by  Mr.  Manuel  Fombona  Palacio,  chief  of  the  bureau  of 
foreign  public  law  (director  de  derecho  publico  exterior)  in  the  ministry 
of  foreign  relations  of  Venezuela.  The  claimants  base  their  preten- 
tions in  such  documents,  and  as  Felipe  Massiani  states  in  the  commu- 
nication to  the  French  minister  in  Caracas,  dated  on  August  4,  1903, 
that  the  mixed  commission  pf  1888-1890  not  having  passed  judgment 
upon  his  father's  claim,  because  of  the  facts  and  causes  stated,  it 
becomes  necessary  to  conclude  that  those  same  facts  are  at  present 
the  object  of  a  new  claim,  and  ends  by  asking  the  French  minister 
to  transmit  to  the  commissioners  the  subjoined  document,  which  is 
sufficient  to  establish  the  proof  of  the  grounds  for  the  claim  Tie  had 
entered  before  the  commission  in  behalf  of  his  mother,  his  brothers  and 
sisterSy  and  in  his  own  behalf 

The  foregoing  shows  that  neither  as  heirs  of  Tomfis  Massiani, 
because  he  was  a  French  citizen,  his  widow  and  children  being  of 
Venezuelan  nationality,  in  the  case,  which  has  never  nor  could  ever 
have  existed,  of  Tom4s  Massiani  having  presented  such  claim,  because 
he  died  before  the  date  of  the  Paris  protocol,  nor  entering  the  claim 
on  their  own  behalf,  as  the  case  is,  the  widow  and  children  of  Tomfis 
Massiani  are  not  qualified  to  appear  before  this  commission  as  claim- 
ants against  the  Venezuelan  Government,  which  is  that  of  their  own 
nation  and  to  which  they  owe  allegiance  in  conformity  with  the  law. 
The  commission  therefore  has  no  jurisdiction  to  hear  the  claim  for 
indemnification  that  such  Venezuelan  citizens  have  entered  before  the 
commission  in  their  owmiame  and  in  behalf  of  the  estate,  based  upon 
certain  vested  rights  originating  in  the  deceased. 

Now  the  commissioner  for  Venezuela  will  discuss  the  second  point 
upon  which  he  has  based  his  opinion,  i.  e.,  that  because  there  exists  a 
condition  of  res  judicata  as  regards  the  object  of  the  claim  in  that 
portion  dealing  with  the  capital  of  270,813.56  bolivars,  as  admitted  by 
the  French  commissioner,  such  portion  of  the  claim  must  also  be 
rejected.  As  it  has  been  shown  by  the  opinion  rendered  at  the  session 
of  August  28,  1903,  Felipe  A.  Massiani,  in  his  own  behalf  and  as  the 
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representative  of  his  mother  and  children,  pretends  that  this  commis- 
sion should  examine  some  new  documentary  evidence  he  has  obtaine:! 
after  his  father's  death  to  the  end  of  establishing  that  the  Government 
of  Venezuela  owed  his  predecessor  in  interest  a  certain  sum,  object 
of  the  claim  entered  before  the  French- Venezuelan  Commission  which 
met  in  Caracas  in  1888-1890  in  compliance  with  the  convention 
entered  into  between  Venezuela  and  France  in  November,  1885,  said 
commission  having  disallowed  the  claim  because — 

the  said  claim,  amounting  to  301,784.96  l>oltvars,  was  disallowed  because  the  interested 
party  did  not  produce  a  sufficient  document  on  which  to  base  his  pretention. 

I  submit  herewith  copy,  both  in  Spanish  and  in  English,  of  the  min- 
utes of  the  oral  proceedings  of  said  mixed  commission,  had  on  July  7, 
1890;  when  all  the  claims  of  Mr.  Tom4s  Massiani  were  examined,  the 
commissioners  dismissing  one  for  301,784.96  bolivars  for  the  reasons 
before  stated.  The  disallowance,  as  shown  by  the  arguments  in  sup- 
port of  such  ruling,  was  not  based  upon  want  of  jurisdiction,  nor  on  any 
other  grounds  which  may  give  rise  to  the  contention  that  the  claim 
had  not  been  examined  on  its  merits.  It  was  based  upon  no  other 
groimds  than  the  failure  of  the  claimant  to  establish  the  pretended 
right  or  indebtedness,  as  the  document  submitted  did  not  have  suffi- 
cient weight  to  operate  against  the  respondent  party.  Such  c'ecision 
constitutes  the  res  judicata,  which  all  the  positive  as  well  as  the  com- 
mon law  of  nations  hold  to  have  an  irresistible  force,  as  shown  by 
the  principle  res  judicata  'pro  veritate  hahetur. 

The  internal  legislation  of  Venezuela  affords  a  remedy  against  any 
judgment  passed  by  the  courts  of  the  country  to  obtain  in  specified 
cases  the  reversal  of  such  judgment,  provided  the  remedial  action  is 
entered  within  three  months  after  notice  has  been  had  of  the  sentence 
making  the  award,  when  the  groimds  for  reversal  are  based  upon  the 
fact  that  the  other  party  withholds  or  retains  in  his  possession  a  decisiiK 
document  favorable  to  the  action  or  exception  taken  by  the  plaintiff 
or  based  upon  an  act  of  the  opposing  party  which  prevented  that  such 
decisive  document  was  produced  in  due  and  proper  time.  In  such 
cases,  upon  introducing  the  allegation  of  the  retention  or  act  on  the 
part  of  the  other  party  preventing  the  production  of  the  document,  if 
such  decisive  document  is  not  produced,  a  statement  must  be  made 
of  its  contents  and  of  the  name  of  the  person  who  should  deliver  up 
the  same.  (All  codes  of  civil  procedure  of  Venezuela  have  uniformly 
had  the  same  provisions.) 

The  remedy  against  the  judgment  of  a  court  having  local  jurisdic- 
tion only  can  not  find  application  when  dealing  with  an  award  made 
by  an  international  court  specially  constituted  by  the  agreement  of 
the  high  contracting  parties  to  settle  in  a  definite  manner  the  claims  of 
the  subjects  of  one  country  against  another,  claims  that  have  already 
been  prepared,  with  the  proper  documents,  by  the  interested  parties. 
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and  which,  upon  being  filed  before  the  arbitration  commission,  must  be 
submitted  with  lI\  the  necessary  evidence,  or  produce  such  evidence 
during  the  proceedings  or  hearings  of  the  claim,  and  to  this  end  such 
courts  appoint  certain  fixed  dates  within  which  such  testimony  or 
evidence  must  be  duly  submitted. 

Article  3  of  the  convention  between  France  and  Venezuela  of 
November  26,  1885,  under  whose  provisions  the  mixed  commission  of 
1888-1890,  which  met  in  Caracas,  disallowed  the  claim  of  Tom6s 
Massiani,  reads  as  follows: 

Claims  subsequent  to  1867-68  will  be  definitely  settled  by  a  mixed  commission  con- 
sisting of  one  member  for  eacb  part. 

As  soon  as  the  work  of  the  commission  ends,  and  within  three  months  following  its  adjourn- 
ment, the  Government  of  Venezuela  shall  issue  a  sufficient  number  of  new  bonds  to  equal 
the  amount  of  the  indemnities  awarded,  drawing  the  same  amount  of  interest  (3  per  cent) 
from  date  of  issue.  Said  bonds  shall  be  redeemed,  when  the  holders  desire  it.  at  the  atme 
time  as  the  original  bonds,  and  in  all  cases  in  accordance  with  the  prescriptions  of  Article 
II  of  this  convention. 

It  appears  from  even  a  cursory  glance  at  the  foregoing  article  that 
the  intention  of  the  high  contracting  parties  was  that  the  claims  sub- 
sequent to  1867-68  should  be  definitely  settled  by  a  mixed  commis- 
sion, and  the  bond  issue  to  be  made  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
to  meet  such  obUgation  was  limited  to  the  amount  that  said  commis- 
sion should  award  the  claimants. 

It  is  a  well-established  principle,  admitted  in  all  legislation,  and 
peculiarly  and  more  forcibly  applicable  to  the  awards  of  arbitration 
courts  created  solely  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  definitely  the  settle- 
ment of  pending  questions  or  claims,  that  the  authority  of  the  res 
judicata  applies  in  the  first  instance  to  tkat  which  is  the  object  of  the 
claim,  when  a  judgment  has  been  passed  upon  the  essential  points  of 
such  claim. 

It  is  therefore  evident  that  this  commission  can  not  assume  author- 
ity to  review  the  award  or  sentence  passed  by  the  mixed  commission 
of  1888-1890  upon  the  claims  of  Tomds  Massiani,  wherein  the  claim 
against  the  Venezuelan  Government  for  301,784.96  bolivars  was 
rejected  because  the  liability  had  not  been  sufficiently  established,  and 
that  same  claim  is  the  object  of  the  present  action  of  the  heirs  of  Tom&s 
Massiani.  Under  such  circumstances  the  claim  must  be  entirely 
disallowed. 

In  regard  to  the  third  point  in  my  opinion,  that  the  document  pro- 
duced by  Felipe  A.  Massiani  is  not  a  decisive  document  to  establish  the 
existence  of  the  debt  or  liability  in  question,  it  suffices  to  compare  the 
two  balance  sheets  produced,  the  one  essentially  diflFerent  from  the 
other,  and  to  take  into  consideration  that  the  certificate  of  the  auditor 
of  the  central  bureau  of  accounts  (Contador  de  la  Sala  de  Centralizacion 
de  Cuentas)  at  the  bottom  of  the  balance  from  the  books  in  his  archives 
can  only  be  construed  as  an  evidence  that  said  books  showed  that  on 
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the  23d  of  June,  1869,  the  date  of  the  last  entry  in  the  accoimt  cur- 
rent, there  was  a  credit  in  favor  of  Tom^s  Massiani  and  against  the 
Venezuelan  Government  for  the  sum  of  270,813.56  bolivars.  The 
certificate  in  question  does  not  throw  any  light  on  further  transactions 
on  the  same  account  current  from  Jime  23,  1869,  until  August  12, 
1890,  date  of  the  certificate,  or  a  lapse  of  time  covering  a  period  of  over 
twenty-one  years.  It  is  not  possible  to  admit  that  during  that  period 
the  account  was  inactive,  or  that  Tomds  Massiani  did  not  take  any 
steps  to  collect  the  balance  due  him,  or  that  he  did  not  get  any  voucher 
to  safeguard  his  rights.  Notice  should  be  taken  of  the  fact  that  such 
period  of  twenty-one  years — which  in  all  legislations  is  sufficient  to 
make  null  by  prescription  any  personal  liability  or  debt,  and  which  is 
more  than  sufficient  to  prescribe  a  debt  growing  out  of  a  balance  in  a 
current  account — lapsed  before  the  meeting  at  Caracas  of  the  mixed 
commission  of  1888-1890,  and  that  Felipe  Massiani  was  unable  to  pro- 
duce before  the  commission  sufficient  proof  to  establish  his  credit, 
which  should  have  appeared  from  his  own  books  and  papers.  If  such 
omissions  are  to  be  ascribed  to  negligence,  as  stated  by  the  French 
commissioner,  it  is  culpable  negligence  in  the  case  of  such  an  important 
amount,  subject,  according  to  the  codes  of  laws  of  all  countries,  to 
suffer  the  consequences  of  the  abandonment  of  property  or  private 
rights,  and  such  consequences  are  to  be  declared  by  the  courts  to  have 
lapsed  or  to  be  nonexistent.  Such  was  the  case  in  the  matter  of  the 
claim  of  Tomfis  Massiani  before  the  mixed  commission  of  1888-1890, 
which  released  the  Venezuelan  Government  from  the  payment  of  the 
amount  claimed  and  definitely  settled  all  further  controversy  in  the 
matter. 

Before  coming  to  a  close  I  wish  to  rectify  the  statement  ntiade  by 
by  learned  colleague  in  his  opinion,  that  during  our  discussion  I  had 
stated  that  I  should  have  been  disposed  to  grant  an  indemnification 
equal  to  the  amount  shown  by  the  balance  sheet  of  1890,  if  the  parties 
concerned  had  entered  a  new  claim  based  on  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  deliver  the  document  which  had  been  asked  for.  There 
exists,  no  doubt,  a  misimderstanding  of  what  I  may  have  said  to  my 
learned  colleague  in  reference  to  the  faulty  presentation  of  the  claim, 
such  as  it  had  been  made,  as  I  must  have  limited  myself  to  saying  that 
a  new  claim  based  upon  the  fact  of  the  refusal  of  the  Venezuelan  Gov- 
ernment to  deliver  a  decisive  document,  which,  it  could  be  established, 
was  deliberately  withheld  from  a  creditor,  might  havel)een  admissible 
on  the  part  of  the  Massiani  heirs,  putting  aside  the  question  of  nation- 
ality, and  in  that  case  such  claim  might  have  been  for  an  indenmifica- 
tion  for  damages,  as  in  such  form  it  did  not  conffict  with  the  validity  of 
the  sentence  of  the  mixed  conmiission  of  1888-1890,  which  is  beyond 
our  commission.  Between  such  a  statement  made  during  our  discus- 
sion and  to  admit  as  established  the  allegations  of  the  claimants  and 
to  be  willing  to  allow  an  indemnity  there  is  a  remarkable  difference. 


ADDITIONAL   OPINION   OF  FBENOH   COMMISSIONER.  233 

I  therefore  maintain  in  all  its  points  my  opinion  that  this  commis- 
sion has  no  jurisdiction  to  hear  the  claim  of  FeUpe  A.  Massiani  entered 
in  his  own  behalf  and  as  the  representative  of  his  brothers  and  sisters, 
because  they  are  all  Venezuelan  citizens,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
becayse  there  is  a  condition  of  res  judicata  as  regards  the  object  of  the 
claim  in  that  portion  admitted  by  the  French  commissioner,  and  that 
the  document  on  which  the  claim  is  based  lacks  the  necessary  force  to 
establish  a  decisive  proof,  and  for  this  reason  it  must  be  rejected  on  its 
merits. 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  5,  1905. 
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After  having  read  the  additional  memoir  presented  by  my  honorable 
colleague  I  can  only  maintain  the  conclusions  of  the  prior  menioir. 
To  reply,  it  would  be  necessary  for  me  to  reproduce  the  explanation 
which  I  have  already  given  superabundantly.  I  will  confine  myself, 
then,  to  a  few  observations. 

This  commission  seems  to  me  competent  to  pronounce  upon  the 
Massiani  affair  for  the  very  reason  of  the  French  nationality  of  all  the 
members  of  the  Massiani  family.  All  the  Massianis  are  incontestably 
French;  it  would  be  then  contrary  to  the  protocol  of  February  19, 
1902,  which  speaks  of  all  the  claims  presented  by  Frenchmen,  to 
refuse  them  the  benefit  of  this  exceptional  jurisdiction  opened  by  the 
very  protocol  to  all  those  who  are  French,  without  there  being  need  of 
examining  if  they  enjoyed  concurrently  another  nationality. 

My  colleague  tries  to  combat  my  opinion,  based  upon  the  strict  text 
of  the  protocol  by  a  great  number  of  citations  of  authors  and  of 
precedents.  I  will  content  myself  by  remarking  to  the  umpire  that 
the  precedents  of  international  law  have  no  value  except  in  so  far  as 
has  been  demonstrated  by  a  parallel  expos^  of  the  facts  that  the  cases 
are  identical.  I  have,  then,  judged  it  useless  to  refer  to  treatises  of 
international  law  with  a  view  of  looking  for  precedents  favorable  to 
my  argument,  which  I  should  have  been  able  without  doubt  to  find  in 
as  large  numbers  as  has  my  colleague.  I  have  considered  it  sufficient 
to  produce  one  precedent,  the  value  of  which  is  singular  and  incom- 
parable, since  the  persons  considered  are  exactly  the  same,  and  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  honorable  Mr.  Plumley  to  the  grave  inconven- 
iences which  would  result  from  varying  the  jurisprudence  in  like  con- 
ditions. There  would  be  reason  to  deprive  the  arbitral  decisions, 
which  one  might  tax  with  a  lack  of  seriousness  and  inconsistency,  of 
all  their  authority.  This  precedent  has  consequently  disturbed  my 
honorable  colleague,  since  he  has  thought  he  ought  to  declare,  to 
lessen  its  value,  that  the  awards  rendered  by  Mr.  Filtz  had  not  the 
same  value  as  the  awards  by  the  other  arbitrators.     I  think  I  ought 
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to  protest  against  this  allegation.  Mr.  Filtz,  a  magistrate  who  has 
grown  gray  in  the  service,  has  shown  himself  a  perfect  arbitrator, 
having,  as  he  claims,  for  the  only  rules  of  conduct  good  sense,  equity, 
and  the  protocol. 

The  awards  rendered  by  him  are  unattackable  and. have  the  same 
authority  as  every  other  arbitral  sentence :  they  have  a  greater  author- 
ity, perhaps,  here  since  they  have  been  rendered  in  favor  of  the  same 
persons  with  whom  we  are  concerned.  But  since  Doctor  Paul 
attaches  a  particular  importance  to  precedents  and  thinks  that  one 
just  cause  does  not  defend  itself  sufficiently  by  its  expos6  alone,  I  pre- 
sent another,  whose  authority  I  think  he  will  not  contest,  since  it  has 
been  established  by  himself.  In  the  course  of  the  sitting  of  August  6, 
1903,  of  the  commission  of  which  we  both  had  the  honor  to  join,  and 
of  which  the  present  commission  is  but  the  natural  conclusion,  we  ren- 
dered the  following  sentence : 

There  is  accorded  Mr.  Charles  Daniel  Piton,  and  to  the  Misses  Emilie  Alexandrine  and 
Isabelle  Eugenie  Piton,  the  sum  of  228,714.64  bolivars. 

But  I  will  remark  to  the  umpire  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Piton  claimed 
this  sum  on  the  part  of  their  maternal  grandfather  because  of  a  con- 
tract of  the  date  of  July  28, 1856,  and  a  ministerial  decision  of  January 
7,  1868.  This  grandfather,  Mr.  Lemoine,  a  Frenchman  by  birth,  had 
been  dead  for  many  years  when  his  grandchildren,  in  1903,  presented 
their  claim  as  heirs,  but  these  three  grandchildren — all  three  bom  in 
Venezuela  of  a  Venezuelan  mother — like  the  Massiani  heirs,  were 
all  three  Venezuelans  by  the  Venezuelan  law.  Why  then  refuse  to 
the  Massianis  that  which  has  been  accorded  to  the  Pitons? 

The  umpire  will  kindly  note,  also,  that  not  only  from  the  point  of 
view  of  nationality,  but  also  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  date,  the 
Piton  claim  is  like  the  Massiani  claim.  So  far  as  concerns  the  plea  of 
res  judicata  raised  by  my  honorable  colleague,  I  am  content  to  recall 
to  the  umpire  that  the  arbitrators  of  1890  were  not  able  to  take  it 
into  consideration,  since  the  interested  parties  were  unable  to  obtain 
until  thirteen  years  afterward,  by  surprise,  without  doubt,  the  docu- 
ment which  permitted  them  to  make  their  claim  of  value.  They 
had  no  appeal  from  the  mixed  commission  of  1890  to  the  Venezuelan 
tribunals,  which  would  not  have  had  jurisdiction,  but  to  this  conxmis- 
sion,  appointed  to  examine  all  the  claims  of  Frenchmen,  of  whatever 
nature  they  might  be.  It  is  not  possible  to  forget  that  the  Venezuelan 
Government  had  been  put  upon  notice  by  the  interested  parties  to 
submit  at  the  right  time  the  said  document  and  that  it  has  not  done  so. 
Is  not  this  point  a  denial  of  justice  of  the  first  class? 

Finally,  I  consider  that  it  is  superfluous  to  discuss  the  value  of  the 
document  which  constitutes  the  acknowledgment  of  the  debt.  It  is 
suflficient  to  read  it  to  be  convinced. 

NoKTHFiELD,  February  11,  1905, 
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OPINION  OF  THE  T7MPIBE. 

Thomas  Massiani  and  Benito  Massiani,  both  Frenchmen,  married, 
and  residing  in  Cartipano,  State  of  Sucre,  in  the  United  States  of 
Venezuela,  formed  a  copartnership  in  trade  at  said  Cartipano  under 
the  name  and  style  of  Massiani  Brothers,  on  the  14th  day  of  June, 
1864,  which  continued  until  its  dissolution  by  mutual  consent  on  the 
17th  of  May,  1868,  which  dissolution  of  partnership  was  by  lawful 
procedure.  Thomas  Massiani  remained  in  charge  of  the  business, 
assuming  all  partnership  liabilities  and  enjoying  all  partnership  assets, 
agreeing  to  pay  to  Benito  Massiani  for  his  share  of  the  company  assets 
82,000  pesos,  to  be  paid  in  the  city  of  Paris  within  the  term  of  five 
years  in  five  annual  equal  parts,  with  interest  annually  at  5  per  cent. 

Prior  to  the  year  1870  Benito  Massiani  died.  His  widow  and  chil- 
dren, resident  in  Paris,  received  of  Thomas  Massiani  the  sum  of 
230,000  francs,  being  the  sum  due  for  the  remaining  interest  of  the 
estate  of  the  deceased  Benito  in  the  aforesaid  assets.  This  payment 
is  shown  by  a  receipt  signed  by  the  widow,  Mercedes  Cova,  at  Paris, 
in  France,  on  September  21,  1871;  also  signed  by  Emilio  Massiani, 
son  of  Benito,  who  had  attained  his  majority. 

Diuing  the  years  1863  to  1869,  both  inclusive,  and  as  well  in  the 
years  1870,  1871,  1872,  1879,  1885,  1892,  and  1899,  the  Government 
of  Venezuela  enjoyed  loans  and  payments  on  requisition  or  otherwise 
from  the  said  Massiani  Brothers,  the  said  Thomas  Massiani,  and  the 
Thomas  Massiani  Company,  which  latter  existed  part  of  the  period 
covered  by  the  years  aforesaid. 

The  principal  sum  in  issue,  and  in  fact  the  only  sum,  by  the  hold- 
ing of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France,  now  in  issue,  accrued 
between  the  years  1863  and  1869,  both  inclusive,  and  amoimted  to 
the  sum  of  270,813.56  bolivars,  this  sum  being  for  supplies  and  cash 
funrished  to  the  maritime  custom-house  of  Cartipano  and  to  certain 
chiefs  of  the  national  forces,  both  having  authority  to  pledge  the  credit 
of  the  Government. 

Doctor  Urbaneja,  attorney  for  Thomas  Massiani,  in  1890,  July  19, 
stated  to  the  honorable  mixed  commission  of  France  and  Venezuela, 
then  sitting  in  Caracas,  that  the  sum  due  to  Thomas  Massiani  at  that 
time  was  301,784.96  bolivars. 

The  sum  presented,  in  fact,  to  the  mixed  commission  of  1888-1890 
was  351,449.80  bolivars,  and  on  the  7th  of  July,  1890,  the  said  com- 
mission awarded  to  Thomas  Massiani  49,666.84  bolivars,  and  at  the 
same  sitting  the  said  commission  disallowed  the  claim  for  301,784.96 
bolivars  for  the  reason  that  the  claimant  had  not  produced  a  sufficient 
document  in  support  of  his  claim.  The  sum  allowed  by  the  commis- 
sion was  one  recognized  as  existing  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela, 
and  there  was  then  pending  with  the  minister  of  hacienda  that  por- 
tion of  the  claim  which  was  disallowed  by  that  commission.     The 
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minister  of  hacienda  was  asked  for  the  dossier  containing  the  necessary 
proofs  and  for  his  authentication  thereof,  but  on  a  too  casual  exami- 
nation, he  had  reported  to  that  commission  that  there  were  no  such 
papers  in  his  office.  It  was  on  recei\dng  this  information  that  the 
commission  dismissed  the  case.  Doctor  Urbaneja,  attorney  aforesaid, 
learning  of  this  statement  of  the  minister  of  hacienda  and  of  the  action 
of  the  commission  on  the  claim,  asked  the  commission  to  delay  their 
final  action  on  the  case  and  repaired  directly  to  the  office  of  the  haci- 
enda and  insisted  upon  further  examination,  which  was  had,  and  in 
the  archives  the  accounts  were  found.  Doctor  Urbaneja  further 
insisted  that  the  nunister  of  hacienda  correct  his  erroneous  statement 
to  the  commission  and  that  he  also  send  the  accounts,  duly  liquidated, 
to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  as  the  competent  medium  for  their 
transmission  to  the  commission.  Doctor  Urbaneja  notified  the  com- 
mission of  these  supplementary  facts  and  requested  it  to  ask  the  sefior 
minister  for  foreign  affairs  to  produce  the  papers  then  in  his  possession. 
He  urged  a  reconsideration  by  the  conmiission  of  the  case  and  gave 
cogent  reasons  why  it  should  thus  act.  This  request  to  reopen  the 
case  and  receive  this  new  proof  was  made  July  17,  1800. 

The  important  papers,  properly  certified  to,  were  sent  by  the  min- 
ister of  hacienda  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  but  they  did  not 
leave  the  foreign  office,  were  not  presented  or  considered  by  the  mixed 
commission,  and  there  was  no  reconsideration  of  the  case,  and  the 
commission  dissolved  without  changing  its  first  action.  During  all 
of  the  time  pf  its  sitting  the  accounts  required  were  in  the  archives 
of  the  minister  of  hacienda  and  under  the  control  of  the  ministry  of 
Venezuela,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  they  w^ere  not  produced ,  except 
that  the  examination  made  by  the  minister  had  been  too  casual  to 
develop  the  accounts  as  being  iji  the  archives. 

These  papers  were  not,  in  fact,  passed  by  the  minister  of  hacjenda 
to  the  foreign  office  until  August  23,  1890. 

In  accordance  with  the  arrangement  with  Massiani  Brothers  and 
Thomas  Massiani,  made  by  the  maritime  custom-house  of  Cartipano, 
these  credits  were  to  be  reduced  and  canceled  by  an  allowance  on  the 
import  and  export  duties  otherwise  payable  to  the  custom-house  by 
Massiani  Brothers  and  Thomas  Massiani,  and  this  plan  of  payment 
existed  until  October  22,  1872,  when  the  minister  of  hacienda  passed 
a  resolution  suspending  the  payment  of  all  obligations  based  upon  the 
custom-houses  of  the  east,  including  the  custom-house  of  Cartipano. 
Up  to  that  date  Massiani  had  been  receiving  pay  in  small  amounts 
from  time  to  time. 

When  the  society  of  Massiani  &  Co.  was  organized  at  Cartipano 
the  umpire  has  not  learned,  but  on  May  8,  1893,  this  company,  com- 
posed of  Thomas  Massiani  and  his  three  sons,  Luis  Antonio,  Antonio 
Jos6,  and  Felipe  Antonio,  was  dissolved  by  mutual  consent  under 
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lawful  proceedings  had,  and  the  business  continued  under  the  mer- 
cantile name  of  Thomas  Massiani. 

On  October  9,  1901,  the  said  Thomas  Massiani  deceased  at  Carti- 
pano,  leaving  a  widow,  Carmen  de  Silva,  the  two  sons,  Felipe  A.  and 
Luis  A.,  his  two  married  daughters,  Ascensi6n  N.  Phelan  and  Nuncia 
de  Orsini,  and  the  widow  and  children  of  Antonio  Jos6.  Antonio 
Jos6  died  March  12,  1900. 

On  the  30th  day  of  May,  1903,  Luis  Antonio,  in  his  own  right, 
Augustine  Orsini,  in  representation  of  his  wife,  Sefiora  Nuncia  Mas- 
siani, Isabel  Pav&n  de  Massiani,  widow  of  Antonio  Jos6,  proceeding 
in  representation  of  her  minor  children,  Thomas,  Maria,  Mercedes,. 
Antonio  Jos6,  Gloria  Margarita,  Luis  Enrique,  and  Carmen  de  Lourdes, 
acting  with  Seiiora  Carmen  de  Silva  Massiani.  widow  of  the,  late 
Thomas  Massiani,  and  Felipe  Antonio  Massiani,  gave  full  power  of 
attorney  to  Dr.  C&rlos  F.  Grisanti  against  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter  of  the  claim.  The  widow  of  Thomas,  Carmen  de 
Silva  Massiani,  at  this  time  resided  in  Port  of  Spain,  Trinidad. 

The  amount  claimed  of  the  respondent  Government  was  301,784.96 
bolivars,  and  to  this  it  is  claimed  should  be  added  39,952.40  bolivars, 
also  35,786  bolivars,  made  up  of  3,200  bolivars,  for  cash  and  supplies 
furnished  in  18S5  to  the  titular  Government,  14,136  bolivars  to  the 
successful  Legalista  revolution  of  1892,  and  18,400  bolivars  furnished 
in  1899  to  the  successful  Restaurador  revolution. 

On  May  27,  1903,  the  certified  copy  of  liquidation  prayed  for  by 
Thomas  Massiani  May  8,  1890,  and  passed  into  the  hands  of  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  by  the  minister  of  hacienda  on  the  23d  of 
August,  1890,  was  furnished  to  Felipe  A.  Massiani  and  by  him  was 
presented  to  the  commission  sitting  in  Caracas  in  1903. 

But  there  were  certain  errors  in  the  dossier  as  then  presented  to 
Felipe,  as  he  claimed,  and  he  presented  a  corrected  copy  to  the  citizen 
minister  of  hacienda  on  the  30th  day  of  May,  1903,  calling  attention 
to  the  errors  which  were  marked  in  red  ink  on  the  copy  accompanying 
his  communication,  and  he  prayed  that  a  certified  copy,  corrected 
in  accordance  with  his  suggestions,  be  returned  to  him.  This  rec^uest 
was  referred  by  the  minister  of  hacienda  to  the  office  of  foreign  affairs 
for  the  rectification  desired. 

It  is  claimed  by  Felipe  Massiani,  and  is  not  questioned,  that  Thomas 
Massiani  and  his  wife  were  married  without  any  special  agreement 
having  been  made  as  to  the  management  of  their  property,  and  that 
in  consequence  there  existed  between  them  a  conjugal  society  which 
makes  common  by  halves  to  each  the  gains  or  benefits  obtained 
during  marriage.     He  refers  for  his  authority  to  article  1369^  of  the 

a  Art.  1369.  Entre  marido  y  raujer,  si  no  hubiere  convencidn  en  contiario,  existe  la 
sociedad  conyugal,  cuyo  efocto  es  hacor  comunes  de  ambos  por  mitad  las  ganancias  6 
beneficios  obtenidos  durante  el  matrimonio,  segun  lo  cstablecido  en  el  p&rrafo  3®  de  esta 
secddn. 
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civil  code  of  Venezuela,  in  force  May  18,  1903,  which  is  said  to  corre- 
spond with  1393  of  the  French  civil  code.  The  claim  before  the 
present  commission  is  property  gains  and  is  controlled  by  that  law. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  widow  is  entitled  by  the  Venezuelan 
law  to  sixrtwelfths  of  Thomas  Massiani's  estate  as  her  half  thereof 
and  to  one-sixth  part  of  the  remainder  of  his  estate  by  inheritance,  she 
taking  equally  with  each  of  the  five  children.  He  refers  to  articles 
717  and  718  of  the  Venezuelan  code  for  his  authority. 

The  marriage  of  Thomas  Massiani  and  of  Carmen  de  Silva  occurred 
January  5,  1855.  as  is  duly  established  by  authenticated  registration 
of  the  same. 

By  the  duly  authenticated  registration  of  births  at  said  Car6pano 
there-  were  proven  to  be  born  to  Thomas  Massiani  and  Carmen  de 
Silva  as  the  fruit  of  such  marriage  Felipe  Antonio  in  1855;  Ascension 
del  Carmen,  1859;  Luis  Antonio,  1866;  Maria  de  La  Mercedes  in  1871, 
and  of  Antonio  Jos6  there  is  no  record  proof.  Antonio  Jos6  Massiani 
and  Isabel  Pav&n  were  married  April  23,  1883,  and  the  birth  and  dale 
of  birth  of  each  of  their  children  named  in  the  power  of  attorney  to 
Doctor  Grisanti  are  fully  established  by  lawful  evidence. 

Sefiora  Carmen  de  Silva,  widow  of  Thomas  Massiani,  was  of  Vene- 
zuelan parentage,  and  up  to  the  date  of  her  marriage  with  Thomas 
she  was  a  Venezuelan.  They  ever  thereafterwards  resided  in  Vene- 
zuela; their  children  were  all  born  to  them  there  and  have  continued 
to  reside  in  Venezuela  and  were  so  residing  at  the  time  of  the  presen- 
tation of  this  claim  to  the  mixed  commission  at  Caracas  in  1903. 

It  is  asserted  by  Felipe  that  this  claim  against  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment is  a  part  of  the  patrimony  of  Thomas  and  that  the  same  was 
transmitted  at  his  death  to  his  universal  successors,  his  widow  and 
children. 

It  is  agreed  that  by  the  law  of  both  countries  her  marriage  with 
Thomas  gave  her  French  nationality,  which  continued  until  the  death 
of  her  husband.  At  his  death,  by  French  law,  the  widow  retained 
her  French  nationality,  and  by  the  law  of  Venezuela  she  was  restored 
to  her  former  estate  as  a  Venezuelan. 

The  claimants  insist  that,  upon  the  facts  existing  in  this  case,  to 
deny  them  a  right  of  recovery  before  this  tribunal  is  equivalent  to 
saying  that  the  indebtedness  of  Venezuela  to  Thomas  and  his  suc- 
cessors was  extinguished  by  his  death. 

In  presenting  this  claim  to  the  legation  of  France,  at  Caracas,  Doctor 
Grisanti  makes  the  claim  that  the  adjudication  of  the  mixed  commis- 
sion in  1890,  dismissing  this  claim,  was  passed  on  an  error  of  fact,  which 
error  of  fact  arose  through  the  statements  of  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment to  the  said  commission,  and  through  its  retention  of  the  accounts 
which  it  then  disclaimed  to  possess.  He  cites  article  695  of  the  Code 
of  Civil  Procedure  No.  4. 
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The  retention  in  possession  of  the  opposing  party  of  decisive  documents  in  favor  of  the 
action  or  exception  of  the  claimant,  or  act  of  the  opposing  party  which  has  impeded  the 
opportune  presentation  of  such  decisive  document. a 

This,  as  he  claims,  is  cause  for  the  invalidation  of  the  judgment 
which  follows  such  a  situation. 

The  claim,  18,400  bolivars,  furnished  in  1899  has  been  presented 
before  the  mixed  commission  sitting  at  Caracas  and  established  under 
the  Washington  protocol  of  February  27,  1903,  and  is  no  longer  a  fit 
subject  for  the  consideration  of  this  tribunal. 

The  sum  of  14,136  bolivars  paid  on  account  of  the  Legahsta  revolu- 
tion of  1892  was  cared  for  by  the  round  sum  of  100,000,000  bolivars, 
which  was  accorded  to  the  Government  of  France  by  Venezuela  in 
bonds  of  diplomatic  debts  for  the  ''insurrection  events*'  of  1892,  as  it 
was  provided  might  be  done  in  article  1  of  the  Paris  protocol  of  1902. 

The  claim  for  3,200  bolivars  arising  through  requisition  of  the  titular 
Government  in  1885,  and  approved  by  certain  generals  having  author- 
ity on  June  26th  of  that  year,  was  disallowed  by  the  mutual  agreement 
of  the  honorable  commissioners  at  the  sitting  in  Caracas  for  reasons 
to  them  sufficient  and  satisfactory. 

This  cause  came  before  the  honorable  commissioners  sitting  at 
Caracas  as  a  claim  for  341,737.36  bolivars  as  the  principal  sum  against 
the  respondent  Government  and  351,003.12  bolivars  as  accrued  inter- 
est on  the  same  to  June  30, 1903.  For  reasons  which  were  satisfactory 
and  controlling  to  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  he  dismisses 
the  claim  for  30,971.31  bolivars,  which  the  inunediate  representatives 
of  the  claimants  insist  were  errors  of  omission  and  should  have  been 
added  to  the  certified  allowance  by  the  Government  of  270,813.65 
bolivars,  as  he  also  dismisses  the  claim  for  the  additional  sum  of 
39,952.40  bolivars,  which  sum  was  not  presented  to  the  mixed  com- 
mission of  1888-1890,  although  existing  at  that  time  and  capable,  as  is 
insisted  by  the  claimants,  of  being  substantiated  by  receipts  analogous 
to  those  passed  upon  by  the  Venezuelan  Government;  so  by  this  hold- 
ing of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France  the  claim  is  stripped  of 
all  accessories  and  stands  at  270,813.65  bolivars,  as  acknowledged  by 
the  auditors  of  the  Venezuelan  treasury. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France,  governed  by  the  reasons 
which  he  names,  is  of  the  opinion  that  there  should  be  no  allowance 
for  interest  on  this  sum,  and  that  the  oiily  claim  which  he  recognizes 
as  a  rightful  demand  upon  Venezuela  is  the  said  sum  of  270,813.65 
bolivars,  without  interest. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  rejects  the  claim  in  its 
entirety,     (a)  Because  the  claim  is  res  jvdicata,  having  been  refused 


a  4a.  Retencidn  en  poder  de  la  parte  contraria  de  document©  decisivo  en  favor  de  la 
accidn  6  excepcidn  del  reclamante,  6  acto  de  la  parte  contraria  que  pidid  la  presentacidn 
oportuna  de  tal  document©  decisivo. 
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for  want  of  sufTicient  proof  to  sustain  it;  that  the  claimant's  position, 
holding  that  the  decision  of  the  said  mixed  commission  ought  to  be 
invalidated  because  of  the  retention  in  its  possession  by  the  Venezuela 
Government  of  the  dossier  approved  by  its  officers  and  through  its 
statement  to  the  honorable  commissioners  of  1890  that  it  held  no  such 
document,  is  not  well  taken  and  can  not  be  sustained  for  reasons  which 
are  in  part  as  follows:  That  the  certified  document  produced  is  not  a 
decisive  document  showing  the  real  relation  of  Venezuela  to  the 
claimants,  since  it  only  purports  to  establish  by  the  certificate  of  the 
general  auditor's  office  that  according  to  the  books  cf  the  custom- 
house at  Carupano  it  appeared  that  on  the  23d  of  June,  1869,  there 
was  a  balance  in  favor  of  Thomas  Massiani  of  the  certain  amount 
named;  and  that  the  production  of  this  document  before  this  commis- 
sion is  inefficient  to  overcome  the  decision  of  the  mixed  commission 
of  1890,  when  especially  there  are  to  be  considered  all  of  the  presump- 
tions which  arise  to  meet  the  document,  which  are  suggested  some- 
what in  detail  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela;  (6)  That 
this  commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  this  claim,  because  neither  of 
the  successors  of  Thomas  Massiani  is  French  by  Venezuelan  law,  and 
hence,  since  this  commission  was  formed  only  to  settle  claims  of 
Frenchmen,  it  has  no  jurisdiction  of  a  claim  which  is  solely  for 
Venezuelans. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  regards  the  position  of  res 
judicata  as  not  well  taken  for  the  reasons  stated  by  him  in  detail;  and 
he  considers  the  jurisdiction  of  this  commission  as  unquestionable, 
holding  that  the  widow  of  Thomas  Massiani  and  his  children  and 
representatives  being  French,  under  French  law,  they  are  those  for 
whom  France  intervened  by  the  protocol  of  February  19,  1902.  He 
regards  the  document  in  question  as  undeniably  decisive  and  asserts 
that  if  payments  had  since  been  made  it  would  have  been  very  easy  to 
prove  it  by  books  and  papers.  He  considers  that  Thomas  Massiani 
having  birth  in  France  of  French  parents  always  enjoyed  incontest- 
able and  exclusive  French  nationality;  that  the  claim  in  question  had 
birth  during  his  life,  and  it  is  consequently  the  right  of  a  French  citizen 
who  has  been  injured  in  his  property,  and  hence  this  commission, 
which  is  to  consider  the  demands  of  indemnities  by  Frenchmen,  is 
wholly  competent  to  consider  and  determine  it.  He  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  nationality  of  the  heirs  should  be  put  out  of  the  case,  as  is 
asserted  by  Mr.  Filtz  under  the  protocol  of  Washington. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  France  is  also  of  the  opinion  that,  if 
the  nationality  of  the  heirs  is  to  be  considered,  this  commission  is  still 
competent.  He  reasons  that  the  heirs  enjoyed  two  nationahties— 
French  by  French  law,  Venezuelan  by  Venezuelan  law — and  that  the 
protocol  in  providing  for  the  consideration  of  demands  for  indemnities 
presented   by   Frenchmen  was  providing  for  claims    presented  by 
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individuals  to  whom  the  French  Government  assured  its  protection 
because  they  were  recognized  by  the  French  law  as  Frenchmen.  It  is 
his  opinion  that  it  is  only  necessary  that  the  claimant  is  one  whom  the 
laws  of  France  recognize  as  French,  although  at  the  same  time  the  law 
of  Venezuela  makes  the  claimant  a  Venezuelan.  He  calls  to  his  sup- 
port in  this  opinion  the  peculiar  wording  of  the  Washington  protocols 
of  1903,  in  regard  to  local  legislation,  and  holds  that  the  meaning  and 
effect  of  the  language  of  those  protocols  are  to  exclude  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  several  tribunals  constituted  thereimder  all  recogni- 
tion of  Venezuelan  law;  and  hence,  what  Venezuela  recognizes  in  the 
matter  of  citizenship  is  not  important  to  the  determination  of  this 
question. 

To  the  position  of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  that  one 
commission  has  not  authority  to  revise  the  proceedings  of  another,  he 
introduces  the  new  fact,  unknown  to  the  arbitrators  of  1890,  which  is 
the  fact  that  in  the  archives  of  the  Venezuelan  ministry  there  was  then 
an  approved  dossier  fully  supporting  the  claim  of  Thomas  Massiani, 
the  existence  of  which  the  Venezuelan  Government  had  denied,  and 
upon  which  denial  the  commission  had  dismissed  the  claim.  He  also 
urges  that  this  commission  has  especial  power  to  examine  anew  the 
affair  submitted  to  the  mixed  commission  of  1888-1890,  because  the 
protocol  gives  it  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  all  the  claims  of  Frenchmen, 
and  since  the  sentence  anterior  was  caused  by  a  reason  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  what  in  fact  existed;  and  that  in  equity  there  being  incon- 
testable evidence  that  the  credit  in  fact  existed  at  the  time  of  its 
rejection,  which  fact  was  retained  from  the  consideration  of  the 
previous  commission  through  the  action  or  nonaction  of  the  Venezue- 
lan Government,  the  heirs  of  Massiani  should  receive  the  sum  which 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  has  recognized  to  be  due. 

The  honorable  commissioners  having  disagreed  as  hereinbefore 
stated  and  having  failed  to  reconcile  their  disagreements,  they  join  to 
send  the  claim  to  the  umpire  for  his  determination  and  award. 

An  indebtedness  of  the  respondent  Government  to  the  late  Thomas 
Massiani  in  his  lifetime  is,  without  doubt,  a  part  of  the  patrimony 
which  descends  to  his  widow  and  children  to  be  distributed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  laws  of  Venezuela. 

But  the  important  question  to  be  determined  is,  has  this  tribunal 
jurisdiction  over  this  claim?  Neither  the  widow  nor  the  children  are 
of  French  nationality  as  recognized  by  the  laws  of  Venezuela.  The 
widow  was  born  in  Venezuela,  achieved  French  nationality  by  the  laws 
of  both  coimtries  when  she  married  Thomas  Massiani,  but  by  the  laws 
of  Venezuela  was  restored  to  her  quality  of  a  Venezuelan  citizen  at  his 
death.  Dining  their  married  life  they  remained  in  Venezuela;  they 
were  there  domiciled  when  he  died.  It  always  has  been  her  domicile. 
It  is  therefore  her  nationality,  since  such  is  the  law  of  her  domicile, 
8.  Doc.  533,  5^-1 16 
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which  law  prevails  when  there  is  a  conflict  as  held  by  the  umpire  in  the 
claim  of  Maninat  heirs®  before  this  same  tribunal.  Tlic  children  of 
this  marriage  were  all  bom  in  Venezuela.  By  the  voluntary  action  of 
the  father  this  was  their  birthplace.  It  has  always  been  their  domi- 
cile, first  through  the  paternal  selection  and  later  through  their  own 
choice.  Hence,  governed  by  the  laws  of  their  domicile,  they  are 
Venezuelans. 

Thomas  Massiani  deceased  prior  to  the  convention  of  February  19, 
1902.  Therefore  he  could  not  have  been  considered  as  a  possible 
claimant  by  either  of  the  high  contracting  parties  at  the  time  of  that 
convention..  His  widow  and  children  being  Venezuelans  in  the  con- 
templation of  the  respondent  Government,  their  right  to  the  interven- 
tion of  France  was  not  agreed  to  by  Venezuela  under  the  terms  of  the 
protocol  as  held  by  the  umpire  in  the  claim  of  the  Maninat  heirs.  His 
reasons  for  his  opinion  in  that  regard  and  the  authorities  sustaining 
him  in  his  reasoning  and  in  his  opinion  having  been  therein  stated  and 
adduced,  they  need  no  further  amplification  here. 

This  case  is  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the  estate  of  Stevenson,  decided 
by  the  umpire  in  the  British- Venezuelan  mixed  commission  of  1 903,  and 
reported  in  Ralston  and  Doyle's  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  page 
438.  The  reasons  there  given  and  the  authorities  there  accumulated 
are  directly  in  point  in  this  case,  and  he  respectfully  refers  the  parties 
interested  for  further  elucidation  of  these  points  to  the  opinion  there 
found.  His  opinion  then  expressed  is  only  confirmed  and  established 
by  his  subsequent  study,  and  his  reasons  there  given  are  to  him  as 
convincing  and  controlling  now  as  then. 

The  indebtedness  may  indeed  remain,  but  the  form  of  action  and 
the  forum  are  changed.  The  forum  to  which  they  must  now  repair  is 
the  forum  of  the  country  Thomas  Massiani  chose  for  his  domicile,  for 
his  marriage,  and  for  the  birthplace  of  his  children;  there  death  over- 
took him  and  his  ashes  are  there. 

He  voluntarily  selected  Venezuela  as  the  country  in  which  to  make 
his  fortune  and  to  gain  the  properties  for  which  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment is  now  the  alleged  lawful  debtor  to  his  estate.  His  life  in 
that  country  was  voluntary,  free,  a  matter  of  choice.  After  weighing 
probabilities  and  anticipating  results  he  remained.  His  children  have 
attained  full  age  and  have  also  remained.  The  ties  of  race  on  the 
paternal  side  have  been  to  them  less  strong  than  the  ties  which  bound 
them  to  the  coimtry  of  their  birth  and  the  land  of  their  maternal 
nationality.  They  have  for  their  recourse  the  forum  constituted  for 
Venezuelans.  They  have  all  the  rights,  opportunities,  and  privileges 
common  to  their  brethren  of  that  nation.  They  easily  could  have 
been  French  had  they  preferred  life  in  France  to  life  in  Venezuela. 
Having  French  paternity,  and  thereby  having  French  nationality  in 
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France,  they  needed  only  to  be  domiciled  therein  to  have  a  nationality 
which  all  the  world  must  maintain  to  be  French.  For  reasons  domi- 
nant with  them  they  have  preferred  to  remain  in  Venezuela.  Its  laws 
and  its  courts  are  theirs.  These  they  may  invoke;  with  them  they 
must  be  content. 

The  umpire  recognizes  the  position  of  the  honorable  commissioner 
for  France  that  the  laws  of  Venezuela  upon  the  question  of  nationality 
of  its  own  inhabitants  may  be  ignored  and  the  laws  of  France  be  made 
paramount.  He  is  also  not  unmindful  of  the  reference  made  by  the 
same  honorable  commissioner  to  the  provisions  of  the  protocols  drawn 
up  at  Washington  in  1903  in  their  allusion  to  the  effect  of  local  legis- 
lation. The  definition  of  that  particular  provision  in  those  protocols 
is  not  germane  to  any  inquiry  imder  the  protocol  of  February  19, 1902, 
which  has  no  such  restrictive  clause  and  which  in  no  way  and  in  no 
part  suggests  that  each  country  is  not  entitled  in  every  particular  to 
equal  place  before  the  international  tribunal  thus  constituted.  The 
umpire  has  already  held,  in  effect,  in  the  Maninat  case,**  that  to  be  sover- 
eign and  independent  each  country  must  be  master  of  its  internal 
policy  and  subject  neither  to  advice  nor  control  by  any  other  country 
nor  by  all  other  countries  in  respect  to  such  matters.  France  would 
not  brook  that  Venezuela  should  name  to  her  who  are  her  citizens 
within  her  domain;  she  must  be  content  to  ascribe  equal  privilege  of 
selection  to  her  sister  Republic,  certainly  while  Venezuela  in  this 
regard  has  no  peculiar  or  offensive  laws,  but  rather  has  those  which 
accord  with  the  laws  of  nations  in  general. 

A  large  number  of  questions  naturally  arising  out  of  the  facts  which 
are  grouped  together  in  this  case  do  not  become  important  matters  of 
consideration,  since  in  the  opinion  of  the  umpire  the  claim  does  not 
come  within  the  provisions  of  the  protocol. 

This  claim  is  to  be  therefore  entered  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, but  clearly  and  distinctly  without  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the 
claimants  elsewhere,  to  whom  is  especially  reserved  every  right  which 
would  have  been  theirs  had  this  claim  not  been  presented  before  this 
mixed  commission. 

NoRTHFiELD,  July  SI,  1906. 

opage  44. 


COMPANY  GENERAL  OF  THE  ORINOCO.— No.  7.o 


HEAD  NOTES. 

If  there  were  irregularities  in  the  procedure  of  the  respondent  government  in  its  suit  for 
rescission  in  the  matter  of  notice  to  the  defendant  company  therein,  these  were  aU 
cured  hy  the  subsequent  appearance  of  its  attorney  in  said  court  and  by  its  participa- 
tion in  the  subsequent  proceedings. 

a  EXTRACT  FBOM  THE  MINUTES  OF  THE   SESSION  OF  MAT   5,  1903. 

The  examination  of  the  claim  of  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  was  then  entered 
upon. 

Doctor  Paill  read  the  memoir  which  he  drew  up  after  haying  gained  a  knowledge  of  the 
dossier.  His  conclusion  is  that  the  claim  of  the  company  is  not  well  founded,  and  he  rejects 
it  absolutely. 

M.  de  Peretti  asks  his  coUeague  to  let  him  take  the  memoir  to  study  it  before  giving  his 
opinion.  Doctor  Padl  agrees,  and  it  is  understood  that  the  French  arbitrator  will  give  his 
opinion  during  the  next  meeting. 

EXTBACT  FROM  THE  MINUTES  OF  THE  SESSION  OF  MAY   7,  1903. 

M.  de  Peretti  returns  to  his  colleague  the  memoir  which  Doctor  Paul  kindly  let  him  take 
at  the  last  meeting.  He  declares  that,  after  having  read  it  with  the  interest  which  a  remark- 
able argument  demands,  he  persists  in  the  opinion  which  he  had  formed  in  studying  the 
dossier  of  the  claim  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco,  namely,  that  there  ought  to  be 
accorded  to  the  latter  an  indemnity  of  7,000,000  bolivars.  He  bases  his  judgment  upon  the 
fact  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  has  brought  in  its  defense  no  document,  no  proof  of 
a  nature  to  weaken  what  is  said  by  the  company. 

The  amount  claimed  by  the  company  amounted '  to  7,616,098.62  bolivars,  of  which 
5,616,098.62  bolivars  represent  money  expended  and  2,000,000  bolivars  benefits  not  realized. 

The  French  arbitrator  does  not  accord  at  all  the  second  of  these  sums,  and  of  the  first  he 
takes  out  540,000  bolivars.  The  company  claiming  upon  this  capital  an  interest  of  6  per 
cent,  wliilc  the  commission  has  decided  that  it  would  reckon  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per 
cant,  it  is  to  be  remarked  that  the  company  having  paid  interest  at  6  per  cent  to  its  lenders 
and  holders  of  obligation,  there  is  no  reason  for  a  reduction  on  the  amount  which  it  claims 
under  this  head.  There  remains,  then,  a  sum  of  5,076,098.62  bolivars,  of  which  M.  de  Peretti 
demands  the  increase  to  the  amount  of  7,000,000  bolivars,  that  account  may  be  taken,  first, 
of  the  use  of  the  interest  from  July  1,  1902,  to  the  day  of  the  award,  and  second,  of  the 
depreciation  of  bonds  with  which  the  payment  of  the  indemnity  is  to  be  effected. 

Doctor  Paul  expresses  to  his  colleague  the  desire  that  he  present,  as  he  himself  has  done, 
an  exposition  of  arguments  upon  which  he  bases  his  judgment  and  by  which,  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  reply  to  the  arguments  presented  by  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator.  Doctor 
Padl  would  be  able  to  take  these  into  consideration  and  see  if  it  would  be  possible  to  reach 
an  agreement. 

M.  de  Peretti  replies  that  he  has  no  other  arguments  to  give  than  those  furnished  by  the 
company  itself,  whose  argument  he  considers  as  sufficient,  and  that  consequently  if  his 
colleague  does  not  agree  to  the  amount  of  7,000,000  bolivars,  which  is  demanded,  he  appeals 
to  the  umpire. 

Doctor  Padl  maintains  his  opinion,  and  it  is  agreed  that  this  claim  be  submitted  to  the 
judgment  of  the  umpire  provided  by  the  protocol 
244 
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If  there  were  error  in  the  maimer  of  issuing  and  HitnHing  out  the  rogatory  commissions  called 
for  by  the  claimant  company,  it  was  cured  by  the  acceptance  of  those  commissions  by 
the  attorney  of  the  claimant  company  in  the  manner  and  form  as  issued  and  handed 
out  without  objection  and  by  his  proceeding  to  make  use  of  them  for  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  issued.  Failure  to  educe  evidence  by  means  of  these  commissions 
must  be  charged  to  the  action  or  inaction  of  the  company's  attorney,  and  not  to  the 
high  Federal  court  of  the  government  under  all  the  circumstances  detailed  in  this  case. 

If  there  were  error  in  the  action  of  the  high  Federal  court  in  proceeding  to  final  decree  with- 
out serving  special  notice  upon  counsel  for  the  defendant  company  therein  and  in  pro- 
ceeding to  enter  up  such  dercee  without  notice  in  fact  to  said  company  or  its  attorney, 
it  was  cured  by  the  neglect  of  the  company  to  avail  itself  of  its  statutory  remedies  by 
petition  for  invalidation  to  the  high  Federal  court.  Failure  to  seek  such  invalidation 
through  the  proper  statutory  methods  precludes  the  claimant  government  from  asserting 
any  denial  of  justice  because  of  such  decree  whereas  if  an  invalidation  had  been  sought 
and  it  had  been  denied  and  the  grounds  therefor  were  clearly  established,  it  might 
be  a  sufficient  cause  for  the  action  of  this  commission  on  the  ground  of  denial  of  justice. 

Held  that  there  was  in  said  decree  no  denial  of  justice  under  the  treaty  of  1885  or  in  virtue 
of  the  rules  or  principles  of  public  law. 

HM  that  every  matter  and  point  distinctly  in  issue  in  said  cause,  and  which  was  directly 
based  upon  and  determined  in  said  decree,  and  which  was  its  ground  and  basis,  is  con- 
cluded by  the  judgment  of  the  high  Federal  court  in  said  cause;  and  the  claimant  itself, 
and  the  claimant  government  in  its  behalf,  are  forever  estopped  from  asserting  any  right 
or  claim  based  in  any  part  upon  any  fact  actually  and  directly  involved  in  said  decree. 

Held  that  if  the  treaty  of  1885  were  applicable  to  this  case,  then  there  has  been  no  denial 
of  justice  or  such  a  delay  of  justice  according  to  usage  or  to  law,  nor  such  exhaustion  of 
the  l^al  mean^  available  to  the  claimants,  nor  such  a  violation  of  treaty  or  the  rules  of 
the  right  of  nations  as  would  admit  of  a  favorable  award  if  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
mission were  thus  limited. 

In  the  suit  for  rescission  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  plead  no  counterclaims  or  claims 
in  offset;  hence  they  were  not  in  issue,  were  not  litigated,  and  therefore  are  not  concluded 
by  the  decree. 

Such  claims  as  might  have  been  plead  as  counterclaims  or  claims  in  offset  to  the  suit  in  rescis- 
sion, or  which  might  have  constituted  a  ground  for  an  independent  action,  can  be  pre- 
sented here  as  substantive  grounds  for  an  award. 

The  date  when  the  suit  for  rescission  was  entered  in  court  is  the  day  on  which  the  issues  are 
considered  as  formed  between  the  parties.  The  cause  of  action  had  then  accrued. 
For  such  causes  as  accrued  after  that  date  the  court  gained  no  jurisdiction  in  virtue  of 
the  suit  then  pending. 

The  actions  of  the  claimant  company  and  the  respondent  government  posterior  to  that  date 
are  all  proper  subjects  of  inquiry  and  of  award. 

llie  refusal  of  the  respondent  government  to  recognize  or  permit  the  properties,  franchises, 
ri^ts,  and  privileges  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  to  pass  to  the  English  com- 
pany which  was  ready  to  take  them,  was  a  fatal  breach  of  the  contract  and  charges  the 
respondent  government  with  all  loss  and  damage  which  accrued  to  the  claimant  com- 
pany on  account  thereof. 

llie  fact  that  there  was  ample  justification  to  the  respondent  government  for  taking  this 
position  as  a  government  does  not  change  its  relation,  as  the  other  party  to  a  contract, 
with  the  claimant  company,  and  as  such  other  party  it  must  stand  in  the  same  relation 
as  though  it  were  not  also  exercising  governmental  functions  requiring  it  to  prevent 
the  claimant  company  from  completing  its  contract  of  cession. 

The  claimant  company  had  several  grounds  of  defense  to  the  suit  for  rescission;  among  them 
these: 

(a)  No  offer  to  restore  to  the  company  the  benefits  conferred  by  it  upon  the  plaintiff,  it  being 
easily  susceptible  of  proof  that  it  had  conferred  many  such  benefits,  capable  of  being 
measured  in  money. 
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(b)  The  respondent  government  could  not  have  sustained  its  position  that  it  was  without 
fault  in  the  premises.  The  opinion  gives  in  detail  the  instances  falling  under  each  of 
these  heads. 

None  of  these  facts  being  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  high  Federal  court,  it  could  only 
pass  the  decree  which  it  finally  registered. 

The  respondent  government  having  prevented  the  completion  of  the  contract  l)etween  the 
Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  and  the  British  company,  as  heretofore  stated,  it  became 
responsible  for  the  value  of  the  concession,  since  this  action  of  the  respondent  govern- 
ment resulted  in  practically  a  total  loss. 

Approximate  equity  is  all  that  can  be  attempted  in  a  case  so  indefinite  in  many  of  its 
important  facts. 

When  this  sovereign  act  of  the  respondent  government  was  interposed,  the  company  was 
in  shape  to  be  relieved  of  all  its  indebtedness  through  the  action  of  the  British  com- 
pany. There  is  no  inequity  in  holding  that  the  value  of  the  concession  was  the  sum 
which  the  British  company  was  then  ready  to  pay. 

This  proceeding  may  be  considered,  in  a  limited  sense,  as  in  the  nature  of  a  creditor's  bill, 
the  purpose  of  which  is  to  recover  that  which  is  due  for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors. 
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Under  date  of  July  10,  1902,  Messrs.  Louis  Roux,  Felix  Joseph  Vial, 
and  Andr^  Emile  Belicam,  liquidators  of  the  ''Compagnie  G^n^rale  de 
rOr6noque,''  addressed  a  memorial  to  the  minister  of  foreign  aflTairs 
of  France,  in  which  they  state  the  following: 

That  in  consequence  of  the  sentence  given  by  the  high  Federal  court  in  1891,  without  the 
appearing  in  court  of  the  plaintiff  company  (par  d6faut),  the  creditors  of  the  said  company 
were  obliged  to  apply  to  the  liquidators  for  the  vindication  of  their  rights  against  the  €rov- 
emroent  of  Venezuela. 

Following  this  the  liquidators  present  a  statement  of  their  claimjs, 
as  per  items  below: 

Francs. 

1.  Capital  of  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  I'Or^noque 1, 500, 000. 00 

Francs. 

2.  To  the  company  called  "La  Monnaie" 609,030.91 

Interest  at  6  per  cent  from  1892  to  date  and  other  expenses. .  65.5, 659.  45 

1,264,690.36 

3.  To  "I^Banquede  Consignations" 236,356.00 

Interest  at  6  per  cent  from  April  1,  1890,  to  date 248, 753. 00 

485, 109. 00 

4.  To  Mr.  Alfred  Chauvelot 345,976.00 

Interest  at  6  per  cent,  as  per  account 292, 102. 00 

638,078.00 

6.  To  Mr.  Eugene  Ferminac 101,000.00 

Interest  for  twelve  years  at  6  per  cent 100,  340. 00 

201,340.00 

6.  To  Mr.  Louis  Roux 30,504.00 

Interest  at  6  per  cent,  as  per  account 24, 071. 00 

54,575.00 

7.  To  Mr.  Albert  deSuin 6,264.00 

Interest 5,083.00 

11,347.00 
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Francs. 

8.  To  Mr.  Theodor  Delort 14,641.26 

Interest,  ten  years  at  6  per  cent... 8,402.00  Francs. 

23,043.26 

9.  Liquidation  bonds 157, 916. 00 

10.  Expenses  of  the  English  company 25, 000. 00 

Expenses  of  the  Belgian  company 100, 000. 00 

Interest 90,000.00 

215,000.00 

11.  Sundry  expenses  and  unpaid  salaries  of  1891 75, 000. 00 

12.  Interest  on  the  capital  of  the  company  from  1891  at  6  per  cent 990, 000. 00 

Total 5,616,098.62 

To  this  amount  the  Hquidators  further  add  the  sum  of  2,000,000 
francs  under  the  head  of  eventual  profits,  thus  bringing  up  the  total 
to  7,616,098.62  francs. 

To  this  statement  the  Hquidators  annex  nine  abstracts  of  accounts, 
referring  to  seven  items  of  the  claim,  Nos.  7,  9,  10,  and  11  being 
referred  to  as  copies  taken  from  the  books  of  the  company. 

In  another  memorial,  presented  in  Paris  on  September  12,  1901, 
by  the  same  liquidators  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  they  annex 
two  documents,  one  of  which  contains  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Andres 
Fiat,  the  former  attorney  of  the  company  at  Caracas,  who  was  acting 
as  such  at  the  time  the  company  was  sued  before  the  high  Federal 
court,  in  which  Mr.  Fiat  affirms — 

that  the  sentence  of  said  court  was  given  without  having  served  previous  legal  summons  to 
him  or  to  the  counsel  of  the  company,  which  was  thus  really  a  sentence  pronounced  with- 
out hearing  one  of  the  parties  concerned. 

The  liquidators  further  state  in  said  memorial  that  of  the  two  lawyers 
who  acted  as  counsels  for  the  company,  viz..  Dr.  Diego  B.  Urbaneja 
and  Dr.  Ram6n  F.  Feo,  the  first  is  dead,  but  the  second  of  them  is  still 
alive,  practicing  in  Caracas,  and  in  capacity  to  make  a  declaration 
similar  to  that  of  Mr.  Fiat's. 

Together  with  the  aforesaid  two  memorials  and  annexed  documents 
referred  to  there  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Theodor  Delort,  dated  April 
14, 1903,  to  the  French  minister  at  Caracas,  in  which  he  says: 

Before  my  departure  from  Paris,  the  liquidators  have  conferred  on  me  the  power  of  attorney 
of  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  TOr^noquc,  and  T  hold  such  power  at  the  disposal  of  the 
legation.  All  the  books,  documents,  and  accounts  of  said  company  are  in  the  keeping  of  the 
liquidators,  who  can  not  let  them  out  of  their  possession,  &s  the  work  of  liquidation  is  yet 
going  on,  and  they  may  be  at  any  time  summoned  before  the  commercial  tribunal  of  the 
Seine,  by  reason  of  the  liability  of  the  company  in  case  that  the  result  of  the  claim  now 
presented  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela  should  not  be  sufficient  to  wipe  out  those 
liabilities. 

They  also  produce  a  report  or  memorial  of  111  pages,  which  was 
deposited  with  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  in  Paris  on  Decem- 
ber 3,  1895,  containing  a  general  description  of  the  enterprise  of 
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''La  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque'^  and  a  compendium  of  the 
documents  which  constitute  the  action  entered  on  behalf  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  on  the  28th  May,  1890,  by  the  financial  repre- 
sentative (fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda)  against  the  company  for  the 
rescission  of  its  contract  and  for  damages.  Annexed  to  this  report 
the  liquidators  presented  128  documents,  the  greater  part  of  which  are 
private  letters,  memorials,  and  notes,  very  many  of  which  are  void  of 
legal  authenticity. 

The  Venezuelan  commissioner  has  examined  all  and  every  one  of 
these  memorials,  notes,  papers,  and  private  letters  presented  to  him 
by  the  French  commissioner,  and  he  has  also  examined  the  process  car- 
ried on  before  the  high  Federal  court  against  the  said  company  during 
the  years  1890  and  1891,  as  well  as  all  the  documents  filed  in  the 
ministry  of  fomento  regarding  the  several  concessions  of  the  contracts 
made  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  thus:  In  1885,  with  Mr.  Miguel 
Tejera  for  the  exploitation  of  the  natural  products  of  the  territory  of 
the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas;  and  in  1887,  with  Mr.  Theodor 
Delort  for  the  exploitation  of  tonca  bean  (sarrapia)  in  the  territory 
comprised  between  the  Orinoco  River,  Brazil,  and  British  Guiana;  all 
of  which  contracts  were  transferred  to  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de 
rOrfinoque.  A  process  took  place  between  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  and  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  FOrfinoque,  entered  upon 
by  the  financial  representative  of  Venezuela  (fiscal  nacional  de 
hacienda)  on  behalf  of  said  Government,  said  action  having  begun 
before  the  high  Federal  court  on  the  19th  June,  1890,  and  the  object 
of  same  being  the  following:  First,  the  rescission  of  the  contract  signed 
on  the  17th  December,  1885,  between  Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco,  envoy 
extraordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary  to  several  courts  of  Europe, 
and  Mr.  Miguel  Tejera,  for  the  exploitation  of  all  the  vegetable  and 
mineral  products  of  the  territories  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas 
during  a  period  of  thirty-five  years;  second,  the  rescission  of  the  con- 
tract signed  on  the  1st  April,  1887,  between  the  minister  of  fomento  of 
the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  Mr.  Theodor  Delort  for  the  exploita- 
tion of  tonca  beans  (sarrapia)  during  a  period  of  twenty-five  years  on 
the  Government  lands  which  lie  between  the  extreme  eastern  boundary 
of  the  territories  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  and  British 
Guiana  and  between  the  Orinoco  and  the  Brazilian  boundary  line;  and 
third,  for  payment  by  the  company  of  the  sum  of  40,048.62  francs  for 
damages  owing  to  the  nonfulfillment  of  said  contracts  and  expenses 
and  costs  incurred  in  this  process. 

This  suit  was  ended  by  final  judgment  passed  by  the  high  Federal 
court  on  the  14th  of  October,  1891,  against  the  company,  which  was 
condemned  to  pay  the  sum  of  40,048.62  francs  as  well  as  expenses  and 
costs  incurred  in  the  process. 
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The  claim  which  the  liquidators  of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de 
rOrfinoque  pretend  to  make  good  against  the  Government  of  Vene- 
zuela is,  therefore,  based  on  a  judgment  passed  by  the  high  Federal 
court  since  October,  1901,  which  has  been  affirmed  and  has  the  sanc- 
tion of  chose  jugee. 

The  contracts  between  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and  Messrs. 
Miguel  Tejera  and  Doctor  Delort,  which  were  afterwards  ceded  to  the 
Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque,  were  signed  under  the  constitu- 
tion of  27th  of  April,.  1881,  and  the  civil  code  which  entered  into  oper- 
ation on  the  27th  of  January  of  the  same  year.  Article  26  of  said 
civil  code  states — 

that  any  party,  even  if  not  resident  in  Venezuela,  can  be  sued  in  the  Republic  for  obligar 
tions  contracted  for  in  the  Republic  or  the  fulfillment  of  which  has  to  be  carried  on  in  Vene- 
zuela.a 

Article  14  of  the  contract  signed  with  Mr.  Tejera  for  the  exploitation 
and  colonization  of  the  territories  of  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas,  and 
article  15  of  the  contract  signed  with  Mr.  Th.  Delort  for  the  exploita- 
tion of  all  the  tonca  beans  existing  on  the  Government's  lands  men- 
tioned in  said  contract,  both  expressly  stipulate — 

that  all  doubts  and  controversies  arising  from  the  fulfillment  of  both  agreements  are  to  be 
decided  by  the  tribunals  of  the  Republic  according  to  its  laws. 

In  the  memorial  presented  on  the  12th  of  September,  1901,  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  in  Paris  the  liquidators  of  the  Compagnie 
G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque  contend  that,  according  to  a  document  which 
they  annex  thereto,  containing  a  declaration  of  their  former  attorney 
at  Caracas,  Mr.  Andres  Fiat,  who  was  acting  as  such  at  the  time  of  the 
suit,  judgment  was  passed  by  the  high  Federal  court  without  sum- 
mons having  been  served  either  on  him  or  on  the  counsel  of  the 
company,  which  is  equivalent  to  a  sentence  pronounced  without  hear- 
ing one  of  the  parties  concerned.  This  aforesaid  document  is  signed 
by  Mr.  Fiat  in  St.  Cloud  on  the  1st  of  May,  1901,  and  is  legalized  by 
the  prefect  of  the  said  city  and  by  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of 
France.     Mr.  Fiat  therein  certifies — 

that,  while  residing  in  the  city  of  Caracas  in  1890  and  1891,  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  V0t6- 
Doque  conferred  to  him  the  necessary  power  of  attorney  that  he  might  represent  the  com- 
pany at  Caracas  in  all  matters. 

He  also  certifies — 

that  with  reference  to  the  suit  entered  hy  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  on  the  23d  of  May, 
1890,  before  the  high  Federal  court,  against  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  POr^noque,  for 
rescission  of  the  concessions  of  the  17th  of  December,  1885,  and  of  the  1st  of  April,  1887,  Tie 
was  never  sumtMmed  nor  did  he  ever  recehie  an  order  to  appear  in  courts  and  that  the  counsel 
of  the  company,  Messrs.  Diego  B.  Urbaneja  and  Ramdn  F.  Feo,  were  never  summoned 
either. 


a  Art.  26.  Pueden  aer  demandados  en  Venezuela  aun  los  no  domiciliados  en  ella,  por 
obligadones  contraidas  en  la  RepCiblica,  6  que  deben  tener  ejecucidn  en  Venezuela. 
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He  further  certifies — 

that  consequently  the  judgment  of  the  high  Federal  court  was  passed  during  his  absence  on 
the  14th  of  October,  1891,  and  that  neither  he  nor  the  two  aforesaid  counsel  of  the  com- 
pany ever  received  an}'  advice,  and  in  this  way  they  never  knew  that  sucli  sentence  had 
been  pronounced  until  three  days  after,  when  they  saw  it  published  in  the  Official  Gazette 
of  the  17th  of  October,  1891. 

The  declarations  of  Mr.  Fiat  contained  in  this  document  are  inac- 
curate, as  will  now  be  proved.  The  suit  was  entered  on  the  28th  of 
May,  1890,  by  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  before  the  high  Federal 
court,  and  on  the  30th  of  the  same  month  the  president  of  the  court 
issued  a  writ  thus : 

Considering  that,  according  to  the  document  annexed  to  the  suit,  Messrs.  AndrfoFiat  and 
Bemab^  Planas  appear  to  be  the  representatives  of  the  company  in  Venezuela,  order  is 
hereby  given  for  them  to  be  summoned  in  order  that  they  may  declare  if  they  are  still  hold- 
ing the  power  of  the  company,  and  in  order  to  appoint  a  counsel  for  the  defendant,  in  case 
they  are  no  longer  attorneys  of  the  company,  in  accordance  with  the  law. 

There  is  legal  proof  in  the  papers  of  the  suit  that  they  were  both 
summoned  on  the  same  30th  day  of  May,  and  they  both  appeared  in 
court  on  the  2d  of  June  and  declared : 

The  only  representative  now  of  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  I'Gr^noque  is  Mr.  Andrfo 
Fiat,  who  will  duly  produce  his  power  of  attorney  in  court  on  Wednesday,  the  4th  of  June. 

On  the  said  4th  of  June  Mr.  Fiat  presented  to  the  court  his  power  of 
attorney  and  a  translation  of  the  same  was  ordered.  On  the  16th  of 
June  the  interpreter,  Mr.  Veloz  de  Goiticoa,  presented  the  power  of 
attorney  duly  translated,  and  on  the  same  date  the  court  issued  a 
writ  ordering  that  the  original  power  of  attorney  be  returned  to  its 
owner  and  to  summon  the  same  in  due  form.  On  the  19th  of  June  the 
fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  altered  the  terms  of  the  suit,  limiting  the 
sum  demanded  from  the  company  for  damages  to  40,048.62  francs, 
as  per  account  annexed.  On  the  same  19th  of  June  Mr.  Fiat,  as  rep- 
resentative of  the  company,  gave  a  receipt  for  the  document  contain- 
ing the  plain  tiff  *s  suit  (libelo  de  demanda),  which  was  handed  to  him, 
and  said  receipt  was  filed  in  court.  On  the  same  day  the  court  issued 
a  decree  (folio  88)  by  which  order  was  given  to  notify  Mr.  Fiat  that 
the  terms  of  the  suit  had  been  altered,  and  a  copy  of  which  alteration 
was  handed  to  him. 

Mr.  Fiat  was  to  give  a  receipt  for  this  copy  and  he  was  to  present  in  court  his  answer  to 
the  suit  ten  days  after  this  date. 

This  writ  was  carried  into  execution  on  the  same  day,  and  Mr.  Fiat 
gave  a  receipt  on  the  20th  of  June,  which  receipt  is  filed  in  court. 
On  the  2d  of  July,  which  was  the  day  appointed  for  answering  the 
suit,  there  appeared  in  court  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  and  Mr. 
Fiat,  accompanied  by  his  counsel,  D.  B.  Urbaneja  and  R.  F.  Feo, 
and  then  and  there  all  the  parties  agreed  to  defer  the  answering  of  the 
suit  to  a  date  fixed  at  eight  days  after  the  presentation  of  the  docu- 


OPINION    OF    VENEZUELAN    COMMI8SIONEB.  251 

ments  to  which  reference  is  made  in  the  suit  by  the  plaintiff,  in  order 
that  the  company  should  have  time  to  examine  these  documents.  On 
the  22d  of  July,  Mr.  Fiat,  accompanied  by  his  two  counsel,  Doctors 
Urbaneja  and  Feo,  appeared  in  court  and  filed  their  answer  to  the  suit, 
petitioning  the  court  at  the  same  time  for  an  extraterritorial  term 
in  order  to  obtain  evidence  from  France  end  Rome.  The  suit  then 
followed  its  ordinary  legal  course,  during  which  the  parties  were  to 
produce  their  respective  evidence,  and  the  court  reserved  its  right  to 
decide  on  Mr.  Fiat's  petition  regarding  an  extra  territorial  period  of 
time.  Later  on  the  president  of  the  court  granted  one  hundred  days 
to  obtain  the  extraterritorial  evidence,  and  Mr.  Fiat  having  appealed 
from  this  decision,  considering  that  the  term  granted  was  too  short, 
the  court  then  extended  it  to  one  hundred  and  thirty  days.  On  the  5th 
of  September  Mr.  Fiat  was  notified  that  the  fiscal  had  petitioned  the 
court  that  the  suit  be  registered  in  Ciudad  Bolivar,  in  order  to  avoid 
any  transfer  intended  by  the  company.  Mr.  Fiat  duly  received  this 
notice,  at  the  foot  of  which  he  set  his  signature,  and  on  the  8th  of 
September  he  appeared  in  court,  accompanied  by  his  counsel.  Doctors 
Urbaneja  and  Feo,  and  said — 

that  he  did  not  lielieve  that  he  could  make  any  legal  oppasition  to  the  Government,  which  is 
a  party  in  this  suit,  for  the  recording  of  the  suit  with  the  alterations  which  were  made  to  it 
afterwards. 

On  the  same  day  order  was  issued  by  the  court  that  a  copy  of  the 
suit  be  sent  to  the  judge  of  first  instance  of  Ciudad  Bolivar  for  its 
being  recorded  in  the  registry  office  in  tliat  city,  and  said  order  was 
carried  into  effect  on  the  same  15th  day  of  September. 

In  the  course  of  the  suit  Mr.  Fiat  presented  the  court  a  petition 
dated  August  7,  1900,  in  order  that  such  evidence  might  be  advanced 
as  he  thought  convenient  to  the  case  of  the  company.  Among  this 
evidence  were  declarations  to  be  made  by  witnesses  resident  in  Paris, 
Rome,  Port  of  Spain,  Rio  Chico,  Barcelona,  San  Fernando  de  Apure, 
and  Caracas.  The  president  of  the  court  issued  a  writ,  dated  August 
12,  admitting  the  presentation  of  such  evidence,  as  far  as  the  law  per- 
mitted, and  commissioned  the  several  civil  judges  of  first  instance  of 
the  localities  of  the  respective  witnesses  to  hear  their  declarations, 
and  petitioned  and  issued  rogatory  commissions  to  the  competent 
judges  of  Paris,  Rome,  and  Port  of  Spain  for  the  same  purpose.  On 
the  11th  of  October  of  the  same  year  Mr.  Fiat  appeared  in  court  and 
stated — 

that  by  virtue  of  the  authority  conferred  on  him  by  power  of  attorney  from  the  company, 
he  conferred  special  power  to  Dr.  Ramdn  Feo  and  Dr.  Martin  F.  Feo,  so  that  both  together 
or  any  one  of  them  separately  may  intervene  in  the  collecting  of  evidence  that  is  to  be  made 
by  the  fiscal  in  this  capital  city;  that  he  also  conferred  special  power  to  Mr.  Armando  F. 
Larrougct,  of  Porto  Rico,  for  the  collecting  of  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  company  in  that 
district  and  to  intervene  in  the  colle<jting  of  evidence  by  the  plaintiff;  that  ho  conferred 
special  power  on  Mr.  Julio  Philipe,  of  Barcelona,  for  all  the  evidence  that  is  to  be  collected  in 
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that  city;  that  he  conferred  special  power  on  Dr.  Brfgido  Natera,  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  for  the 
coUection  of  the  evidence  in  Ciudad  Bolivar  and  the  Territorio  Orinoco;  that  he  conferred 
special  power  on  Mr.  Casto  Rodriguez,  of  San  Fernando  de  Apure,  for  all  the  evidence  to  be 
collected  in  that  city;  that  he  conferred  special  power  on  Mr.  E.  R.  Mason,  of  Port  of  Spain, 
Trinidad,  for  all  the  evidence  to  be  collected  in  that  city,  and  that  he  conferred  special  power 
to  Mr.  Andr^  Lenel  Gutierrez  for  aU  the  evidence  that  is  to  be  collected  in  the  Territories 
Orinoco  and  Amazonas. 

By  order  of  the  11th  of  October,  1890,  the  president  of  the  court 
ordered  that  commissions  and  petitions  be  issued  to  the  diflFerent 
parties  residing  in  the  different  localities  where  the  evidence  was  to 
be  collected,  and  that  in  said  petitions  and  commissions  the  insertion 
of  the  powers  conferred  on  them  be  made,  as  requested  by  Mr.  Fiat. 
The  said  order  was  carried  into  execution  on  the  13th  of  October, 
as  it  is  proved  in  the  records  by  a  note  signed  by  the  secretary  of  the 
court  to  the  effect  that  all  the  commissions  and  petitions  issued  had 
been  handed  to  the  defendant.  All  these  commissions  and  petitions 
were  duly  returned,  after  having  been  carried  into  operation,  and 
exist  in  the  records  of  the  coiu*t,  with  the  exception  of  those  addressed 
to  the  judges  of  Paris  and  Trinidad  and  to  His  Excellency  Cardinal 
Limeoni,  of  Rome,  which  were  not  returned  by  the  representative  of 
the  company,  although  he  received  them. 

In  page  No.  56  of  the  document  containing  the  evidence  presented 
by  the  attorney  of  the  company  there  is  a  note  signed  by  the  secretary 
of  the  court  on  the  24th  of  March,  1891,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
after  due  computation  both  the  ordinary  and  the  extraordinary  period 
of  time  granted  for  the  collecting  of  evidence  expires  on  that  same 
24th  of  March,  1891.  On  the  same  day  the  president  of  the  court 
ordered  that,  the  probatory  period  having  expired  that  day,  the 
papers  and  records  of  the  suit  were  to  be  sent  to  the  full  court,  wHch 
was  duly  effected. 

On  the  29th  of  April  the  fiscal  stated  that,  this  being  the  time  for 
the  court  to  study  the  papers  and  records  of  the  suit,  order  be  issued 
for  the  same  to  be  effected.  On  the  21st  of  May  the  fiscal  reiterated 
his  petition,  and  on  the  23d  order  was  issued  to  begin  the  study  of  the 
papers  and  records  on  the  30th.  The  study  of  the  papers  and  evi- 
dence commenced  on  the  16th  of  June  arid  proceeded  on  the  24th 
of  June,  as  the  court  did  not  meet  on  the  17th,  18th,  19th,  20th, 
21st,  22d,  and  23d.  On  the  1st,  4th,  and  7th  of  August  the  court 
called  suppletory  judges  to  fill  the  vacancies  of  Dr.  Chuecos 
Miranda  and  Mr.  Cfi^rlos  Hemaiz,  who  were  absent,  and  that  of  Dr. 
J.  P.  Rojas  Paiil  and  General  Velutini,  who  had  petitioned  to  be 
excused  from  attending  to  court.  On  the  16th  of  September  the 
suppletory  judge,  Dr.  Cdrlos  Grisanti,  was  called,  and  the  19th  day 
of  the  same  month  was  appointed  for  the  study  of  the  process.  Doctor 
Grisanti  joined  the  court  on  the  day  fixed,  and  the  study  of  the  papers 
and  records  was  commenced  on  the  following  day.     The  same  pro- 
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ceeded  on  the  21st  of  September  and  following  days  imtil  the  25th, 
and  the  29th  day  of  the  same  month  was  appointed  to  hear  the  reports 
or  pleadings  of  the  plaintiff  and  defendant.  On  this  29th  day  of 
September  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  appeared  in  court,  but  no 
representative  or  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  defendant,  the  court  then 
proceeding  to  sit  in  conference.  According  to  notes  set  in  the  records 
by  the  secretary  of  the  court  in  chronological  order,  it  is  evidenced 
that  from  September  30  to  October  13  only  one  sitting  of  the  court 
took  place,  on  the  3d  of  October,  during  which  the  judges  conferred 
on  the  judgment  to  be  passed  and  agreed  as  to  the  same.  On  the 
14th  of  October  the  sentence  was  drawn  and  signed  by  the  members 
of  the  court  on  the  same  day. 

From  the  foregoing  it  is  clearly  evidenced  that  the  Compagnie 
Gfin^rale  de  TOrfinoque  was  duly  summoned,  through  their  representa- 
tive in  Caracas,  Mr.  A.  Fiat,  to  appear  in  court  to  answer  the  suit 
entered  against  them  before  the  high  Federal  court  by  the  financial 
representative  of  Venezuela  (Fiscal  de  la  Naci6n) ;  that  Mr.  Fiat  did 
appear  in  court,  accompanied  by  his  counsel,  Drs.  D.  B.  Urbaneja  and 
Ram6n  F.  Feo;  that  he  made  such  contentions  as  he  deemed  con- 
venient on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company;  that  he  petitioned  for  an 
extraterritorial  term  in  order  to  collect  evidence  in  various  foreign 
localities,  and  the  same  was  granted  to  him;  that  he  appointed  special 
attorneys  for  the  collection  of  such  evidence  within  and  without  the 
territory  of  Venezuela ;  that  the  conunissions  and  petitions  issued  by 
the  court  to  the  different  judges  and  public  officials  of  the  various 
localities  where  the  evidence  was  to  be  collected  were  handed  to  him 
in  due  time;  that  he  forwarded  to  their  destinations  these  petitions  and 
commissions,  which  were  all  returned  to  the  court,  after  a  part  of  the 
evidence  had  been  collected;  that  another  part  of  the  evidence  was 
not  collected,  either  through  negligence  of  the  company  or  because  it 
desisted  voluntarily  of  doing  so,  as  there  is  no  proof  in  the  record  that 
this  was  due  to  any  cause  beyond  the  control  of  the  representative  of 
the  company;  that  after  the  expiration  of  the  extra  term  granted  by 
court  for  the  collection  of  evidence,  on  the  24th  of  March,  1891*,  the 
fiiscal  de  hacienda  immediately  petitioned  that  the  court  proceed  to 
the  examination  and  study  of  the  papers  and  record  of  the  suit  in  order 
that  judgment  be  passed,  for  which  purpose  he  continually  applied  to 
court,  both  plaintiff  and  defendant  being  present  as  according  to  law 
and  there  being  no  necessity  of  their  being  newly  summoned  for  the 
complementary  acts  of  the  suit  required  to  arrive  to  its  final  stage  of 
being  sentenced. 

The  sentence  was  thus  pronounced  by  the  high  Federal  court,  after 
complying  rigorously  with  the  legal  prescriptions  and  with  all  the 
formalities  of  the  proceedings  as  established  by  law  on  behalf  of  both 
parties  interested  for  the  defense  of  their  respective  rights. 
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In  the  memorial  or  report  presented  by  the  liquidators  of  the  com- 
pany to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Paris,  on  the  3d  of  December, 
1895,  they  pretend  that  on  the  26ih  of  September,  1891,  the  high  Federal 
court  issued  an  order  that  the  contending  parties  be  advised  that  the  29ik 
September  had  been  appointed  as  the  date  on  which  they  {plaintiff  and 
defendant)  were  to  present  their  respective  reports  or  pleadings,  and  that 
neither  the  representative  of  the  company  nor  his  counsel  were  sum- 
moned or  advised,  which  lack  of  notice  was  in  violation  of  articles  109 
and  162  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  of  Venezuela,  and  suiBacient 
cause  to  invahdate  the  sentence. 

This  is  inaccurate,  as  there  was  no  such  decree  of  the  court  ordering 
that  the  contending  parties  be  notified;  nor  is  there  any  violation  of 
articles  109  and  162  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  as  alleged  for  the 
nulUty  of  the  sentence. 

In  the  papers  and  record  no  decree  of  the  court  exists  under  date  of 
25th  of  September,  ordering  the  parties  to  be  notified,  there  being  sim- 
ply a  note  sent  by  the  secretary  of  the  court,  which  reads  thus: 

Caracas,  251h  September,  1891. 

In  the  sitting  of  this  day  the  study  and  examination  of  the  papers  and  record  by  the  court 
was  completed  and  the  sitting  of  the  29th  current  is  appointed  for  plaintiff  and  defendant 
to  present  their  respective  reports  or  pleadings. 

Let  the  parties  be  notified.  O.  Buroos. 

As  may  be  seen  from  the  draft  of  the  foregoing  note  and  from  the 
phrase  ''let  the  parties  be  notified,''  which  may  be  seen,  at  first  sight, 
was  forcibly  inserted  between  the  last  line  and  the  signature  of  the 
secretary,  the  said  note  was  a  fabrication  of  said  secretary,  conforming 
to  no  legal  prescription,  and  in  no  way  was  it  an  order  or  decree  of  the 
judges  of  the  court,  who  are  the  only  parties  authorized  by  law  to  issue 
such  orders. 

Article  287  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  in  force  at  that  time 
(chapter  fourth,  on  the  study  and  sentences  of  suits)  directs  the 
following: 

After  the  completion  by  the  judges  of  the  study  and  examination  of  all  the  papers  and 
record  of  the  suit  they  will  hear  the  reports  which  the  contending  parties  may  address  to 
the  court  verbally  or  through  their  representatives  and  counsels,  and  they  will  also  read  such 
reports  as  said  parties  may  address  in  writing  which  will  be  filed  in  the  record.^ 

It  may  be  gathered  from  this  that,  once  the  study  and  examination 
of  the  papers  and  records  has  been  completed,  there  is  no  need  of  sum- 
moning the  parties  for  them  to  present  their  reports.  Article  89  of 
the  same  code  reads  thus: 

The  summons  to  the  defendant  for  answering  the  said  (demand  )  having  been  served  there 
is  no  need  for  serving  any  further  summons  for  any  act  during  the  course  of  the  litis,  nor 

a  Art.  287.  Concluida  esa  relacidn  se  oir&n  los  informes  que  de  palabra  dirijan  las  partes, 
sus  apoderados  6  patrocinantes  y  se  leer&n  los  que  presenten  por  escrito,  los  cuales  se 
agregar&n  k  los  autos. 
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any  summons  which  may  need  to  be  served  will  suspend  the  proceedingSj  unless  there  be  a 
special  legal  prescription  to  the  contrary.^ 

The  words  of  this  article  are  so  conclusive  that  they  exclude  any 
possibility  that  the  court  might  have  considered  it  necessary,  after 
studying  and  examining  the  papers  and  records,  to  summon  the  con- 
tending parties  to  present  their  reports  on  the  process,  which  had  not 
been  in  suspense  at  any  time. 

Article  No.  109,  quoted  by  the  Hquidators  of  the  company,  reads 
thus: 

When  a  litis  be  in  a  state  of  suspense,  owing  to  motives  caused  by  the  contending  parties, 
it  will  remain  in  this  state  until  any  one  of  the  interested  parties  petitions  for  its  continua- 
tion. In  this  case  the  other  party  or  his  representative  will  be  summoned,  but  the  pro- 
ceedings can  not  follow  their  course  until  this  summons  be  effected,  b 

The  process  to  which  I  am  now  referring  was  never  in  this  case  and 
far  from  its  ever  having  been  in  suspense  owing  to  motives  caused  by 
the  contending  parties,  it  appears  from  the  records  that  on  the  same 
day  that  the  probatory  term  expired  the  fiscal  petitioned  for  the 
active  continuation  of  the  case  and  several  orders  (seiialamientos) 
were  then  and  there  issued  for  the  study  and  examination  of  the  papers 
and  records  and  in  order  to  complete  the  court  by  the  appointment  of 
adjunct  judges,  all  of  which  is  evidenced  by  the  respective  notes  set  in 
the  records  by  the  secretary  of  the  court.  The  other  article  quoted  as 
having  been  violated  is  No.  162  of  the  same  code,  and  it  reads  thus: 

When  the  tribunal  be  so  taken  up  with  business  as  not  to  be  able  to  commence  the 
process  on  the  day  appointed,  or  on  any  of  the  following  eight  days  or  by  any  other  cause 
and  the  yrocess  be  thus  delayed  indefinitely,  the  contending  parties  or  their  representa- 
tives shaU  be  notified  of  the  new  date  appointed  for  conunencing  the  same,  in  the  manner 
established  by  article  109,  but  the  tenn  fixed  by  this  article  being  liable  to  be  reduced.c 

It  is  evidenced  from  the  notes  set  in  the  records  that  the  first  act  of 
examining  and  studying  the  papers  and  records  took  place  on  the  16th 
of  June ;  that  the  same  followed  its  course  on  the  24th  of  June,  before 
eight  sittings  of  the  court  had  transpired,  an  adjunct  judge  was  ap- 
pointed on  the  1st  of  August  to  fill  the  vacancy  caused  by  the  absence 
of  Dr.  Chuecos  Miranda;  that  Mr.  C&rlos  Hemaiz,  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed as  adjunct,  being  away  from  the  city,  Dr.  J.  P.  Rojas  Patil  was 

a  Art.  89.  Hecha  la  citacidn  para  la  litis-contestacidn,  no  habr&  necesidad  de  practicarla 
de  nuevo  para  ningdn  acto  del  juicio,  ni  la  que  se  mande  verificar  suspender^  el  procedi- 
miento  &  menos  que  resulte  lo  contrario  de  alguna  disposicidn  especial. 

b  Art.  109.  La  causa,  cuyo  curso  est^  en  suspenso  por  motives  imputables  &  las  partes, 
permanecerd  en  el  mismo  estado  hosta  que  algunos  de  los  interesados  en  ella  pida  su  con- 
tinuacidn.  En  este  caso  se  citard  6,  la  otra,  <5  &  su  apoderado  sin  que  corra  ningtln  t^rmino 
mientras  no  conste  haberse  practicado  estas  diligencias. 

cArt.  162.  Cuandp  por  ocupacidn  del  ribunal  li  otro  motivo  no  principiare  &  verse  la 
causa  el  dia  designado  ni  en  nlnguno  de  los  ocho  siguientes,  y  tenga  que  sufrir  una  demora 
indefinida,  se  avisardn  las  partes  6  sus  representantes  el  nuevamente  sefialado  para  prin- 
cipiar  su  vista,  de  la  manera  establecida  en  el  artlculo  109,  pero  pudiendo  reducirse  el 
t^nuino  que  ^te  fija. 
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appointed  to  replace  him  on  the  4th  of  August;  that  Dr.  Rojas  PatU 
having  tendered  his  resignation,  another  appointment  was  made  on 
the  7th  of  August  in  the  person  of  Gen.  J.  A.  Velutini,  who  was  notified 
of  same,  and  that  the  1 6th  day  of  September  had  been  fixed  for  the  study 
of  the  process. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  sitting  of  court  of  the  16th  of  September 
proximo  was  the  first  sitting  after  the  vacation  of  the  tribunals  which 
runs  from  the  15th  of  August  to  15th  of  September,  and  that  from 
the  7th  to  the  15th  of  August  no  sittings  transpired. 

On  the  16th  of  September  the  tribunal  met  and  took  cognizance  of 
a  conrniimication  from  General  Velutini,  in  which  he  stated  that  he 
could  not  accept,  as  he  had  to  leave  the  city,  and  the  court  then 
appointed  Dr.  C&rios  Grisanti,  who  was  duly  notified,  and  the  19th 
of  the  same  month  was  appointed  for  the  examining  and  studying 
of  the  case,  three  days  after  Doctor  Grisanti's  appointment.  On 
the  appointed  date  Doctor  Grisanti  took  his  seat  in  court  and  the 
process  began  and  followed  its  course  on  the  21st  and  25th,  on  which 
last-mentioned  day  it  tenninated.  It  is  thus  evident  that  the  process 
was  never  under  indefinite  delay,  and  that  the  court  acted  on  the  case 
at  intervals  of  from  two  to  three  days,  appointing  adjimcts  to  fill 
the  vacancy  of  some  of  the  judges,  the  interested  parties  being  in  the 
obUgation  of  calling  on  the  secretary  of  the  court  in  order  to  take 
knowledge  of  the  acts  of  same. 

In  the  notes  contained  in  the  memorial  presented  by  the  hquidators 
of  the  company  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  at  Paris,  referring  to 
the  evidence  to  be  collected  by  the  representative  of  the  company 
regarding  the  process  before  the  high  Federal  court,  it  is  stated: 

Mr.  Fiat  was  taken  unaware  by  the  suit  entered  at  court  by  the  fiscal  against  the  com- 
pany for  rescission  of  its  concessions  and  had  no  time  to  ask  for  orders  or  to  collect  informa- 
tion, and  as  no  memorial  had  ever  been  conmiunicated  to  him  and  it  was  impossible  to 
foresee  that  such  action  would  be  entered  against  the  company,  he  had  received  no  instruc- 
tions from  Paris.  Mr.  Fiat,  being  very  much  perplexed,  presented  a  list  containing  the  names 
of  all  the  employees  of  the  company  to  be  examined  by  the  court,  but  not  knowing  their 
whereabouts  he  set  them  all  as  residing  in  Paris.  The  petition  of  Mr.  Fiat  was  inspired  by 
the  report  which  the  administration  of  the  company  had  just  forwarded  to  the  ministry  of 
fomento.  The  tribunal  accepted  Mr.  Fiat's  petition,  but  instead  of  forwarding  the  com- 
missions to  Paris,  as  was  done  with  those  to  Rome,  by  the  diplomatic  channel,  according  to 
international  rules,  they  were  handed  directly  to  Mr.  Fiat  for  transmission  to  Mr.  Delort. 
Nothing  could  be  more  strange,  and  side  by  side  to  a  proceeding  which  appears  to  be  regular 
at  first  sight  there  are  irregularities  which  nullify  the  defense,  and,  finally,  the  judgment  was 
passed  without  summoning  the  defendant,  as  has  been  seen  by  the  document  No.  1.  Mr. 
Delort  delivered  the  conmiissions  issued  by  the  court  to  the  board  of  directors  of  the  com- 
pany, who  were  unable  to  do  anything  with  them  and  returned  them  to  their  counsel  in 
Caracas,  Dr.  D.  B.  Urbaneja,  and,  following  the  advice  of  their  counsel,  the  board  had  affi- 
davits made  by  such  witnesses  as  could  be  found,  on  the  subject  of  the  commission  issued 
by  court  to  the  judge  of  first  instance  of  Paris. 

The  statement  that  Mr.  Fiat  was  taken  unawares  by  the  suit  enterod 
by  the  fiscal  before  the  high  Federal  court  and  that  he  had  no  time  to 
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ask  for  order  and  information  regarding  the  evidence  is  contradictory 
of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Fiat  was  summoned  on  the  30th  of  May,  1890, 
to  appear  in  court  and  take  cognizance  of  the  action  entered  against 
the  company,  and  that  it  was  only  on  the  7th  of  August,  two  months 
and  eight  days  after  he  had  been  summoned,  that  he  entered  a  petition 
to  the  tribimal  for  the  collection  of  evidence.  As  to  the  action  of  the 
court  in  handing  over  to  Mr.  Fiat  the  commissions  to  Paris  and  Rome, 
instead  of  forwarding  same  through  the  diplomatic  channel  it  is  simply 
reckless  and  capricious  to  consider  such  action  as  an  irregular  omis- 
sion. The  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  in  article  205,  on  the  extraordi- 
nary term  for  collecting  evidence,  says: 

If  one  of  the  contending  parties  who  has  obtained  permission  for  collecting  evidence,  as 
per  the  terms  of  the  foregoing  article,  fails  to  do  the  necessary  to  obtain  same,  or  if  it  appear 
'rom  the  records  that  he  made  a  malicious  petition  in  order  to  extend  the  duration  of  the  suit, 
he  shall  be  fined  with  an  amount  equivalent  to  one-fifth  of  the  value  of  the  suit,  which  sum 
will  be  applied  to  pay  to  the  other  party  whatever  damages  he  may  have  suffered  by  the 
delay.o 

It  was  the  interested  party  who  should  have  taken  the  necessary 
steps  in  order  to  have  forwarded  the  commissions  to  the  judge  of  the 
Seine  through  the  diplomatic  channel,  and  his  having  neglected  to  do 
so  could  have  been  cause  of  his  being  fined,  as  per  the  article  205 
quoted,  as  he  petitioned  for  the  collection  of  evidence  which  required 
an  extraterritorial  term  and  thus  lengthened  the  period  of  the  suit, 
and  he  did  not  do  the  necessary  to  collect  the  evidence.  It  is  well 
known  that  these  commissions  are  accepted  by  the  judges  to  whom 
they  are  addressed  by  coiulesy  in  accordance  with  international  use. 
In  some  international  treaties  these  commissions  have  been  regulated, 
but  faiUng  this  the  rule  to  be  followed  is  that  of  reciprocity.  There 
is  no  agreement  on  this  point  between  Venezuela  and  France,  and  it 
was  therefore  necessary  to  adhere  to  Venezuela's  legislation  on  the 
subject,  to  which  article  559  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  at  the 
time  in  force  is  pertinent.     This  article  states: 

Commissions  issued  by  foreign  tribunals  for  the  examination  of  witnesses  for  valuations, 
oaths,  interrogatories,  and  any  other  such  acts  to  be  effected  in  the  Republic,  will  be  car- 
ried into  execution  by  virtue  of  a  simple  decree  from  the  judge  of  first  instance  of  the  locality 
where  such  acts  are  to  take  place.  & 


a  Art.  205.  Si  cl  litigante  que  ha  obtenido  concesidn  para  evacuar  las  pruebas  de  que 
habla  el  articulo  precedente  no  practicaro  las  dlligencias  consiguientes,  6  de  lo  actuado 
apareciere  quo  la  solicitud  fu^  maliciosa,  con  el  objeto  de  alargar  el  pleito,  se  lo  impondr& 
una  multa  equivalente  &  la  quinta  parte  del  valor  de  lo  que  se  litigue,  y  se  aplicar&  &  la 
parte  contraria  en  indemizacidn  de  los  perjuicios  sufridos  con  la  dilacidn.  Si  ni  aproxima- 
damente  fuere  conocido  este  valor,  serd  la  multa  de  una  cantidad  que  no  baje  de  quinientos 
bolivares  ni  exceda  de  cinco  mil,  con  la  misma  aplicacidn. 

6  Art.  599.  Las  providencias  de  los  tribunales  extranjeros  tx)ncernientes  al  oxdmen  do 
testigos.  experticias,  juramentos,  interrogatories  y  otros  actos  de  mora  instraccidn  que 
hayan  de  practicarse  en  la  republica,  se  ejecutar&n  con  el  simple  dccroto  del  juez  de  pri- 
mera  instancia  que  tenga  jurisdiccidn  en  el  lugar  en  que  bayan  de  verificarse  talcs  actos,      , 
S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 17  ,-  > 
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This  is  in  accordance  with  the  moat  advanced  principles  of  jurispru- 
dence on  the  matter. 

The  Institute  of  International  Law,  during  the  Zurich  session,  has 
established  the  following  principles  and  rules,  which  are  highly  favor- 
able to  the  prompt  expedition  of  justice: 

Any  judge  may  in  any  process  address  himself  by  rogatory  oommissions  to  any  foreign 
judge,  requesting  hi^m  to  carry  into  execution  in  his  jurisdiction  any  act  of  instruction  or 
any  other  judicial  acts  to  which  the  intervention  of  a  foreign  judge  may  be  useful  or  indis- 
pensable. A  judge  to  whom  a  petition  is  addressed  in  order  that  he  may  issue  a  rogatory 
commission  has  to  decide  in  the  following  points:  First,  of  his  capacity  in  the  matter;  sec- 
ond, on  the  legality  of  the  petition;  third,  whether  or  not  it  is  opportune  in  cases  where  the 
acts  petitioned  for  can  be  effected  by  the  judge  \mder  whose  guidance  the  suit  is,  such  as  the 
examination  of  witnesses,  taking  of  oaths  of  one  of  the  parties,  etc.  The  rogatory  com- 
mission shall  he  sent  directly  to  the  foreign  tribunal  unless  the  interested  governments  may 
aflerwards  intervene  in  case  it  he  necessary.  The  tribunal  which  receives  the  commission  is 
under  obligation  to  comply  with  it  after  having  ascertained  the  following:  First,  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  document;  second,  its  own  capacity,  ratione  materice,  according  to  the  laws  of 
the  country.  (Annual  of  the  Institute  of  International  Law,  Volume  II,  1878,  pp.  150 
and  151.)a 

There  was,  consequently,  nothing  irregular  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
court  in  addressing  directly  the  judge  of  the  first  instance  of  the  Seine 
and  in  handing  the  conmiissions  to  the  interested  party  for  its  compli- 

oThe  rules  proposed  by  the  Institute  of  International  Law  at  Zurich  in  1877,  were  lu 
follows: 

1.  L 'Stranger  sera  admlB  k  eater  en  justice  aax  tiidmes  conditions  que  le  r^nlcole. 

2.  Les  formes  ordinatoires  de  Tinstruction  et  de  la  procMure  seront  r^es  par  la  loi  du  lieu  oil  le 
proofs  est  Inatniit.  Seront  consid^r^es  comme  tellea,  les  prescriptions  relatives  aux  formes  d« 
I'assignation  (sauf  de  qui  est  propose  d-desaous,  2»«  al.),  aux  d^is  de  comparutlon,  k  la  nature  et  4 
la  forme  de  la  procuration  ad  litem,  au  mode  de  recueillir  les  preuves  k  la  redaction  et  au  prononc^ 
du  jugemeot,  k  la  paasation  en  force  de  chose  jugte,  aux  d^lais  et  aux  formalit^s  de  Tappel  et  autrra 
voies  de  recours,  k  la  peremption  de  I'instance. 

Toutefois,  et  par  exception  k  la  r^gle  qui  pr^c^de,  on  pourr&  statuer  dans  les  trait^s  que  les  asaig- 
mitions  et  autres  exploits  aeront  signifies  aux  personnes  ^tabliea  k  I'dtranger  dans  les  formes  pm- 
sorites  par  les  lois  du  lieu  de  destination  de  I'exploit.  Si,  d'aprfes  les  lois  de  ce  pays,  la  aigniflcation 
doit  {^tnje  faite  par  I'interm^diaire  de  juge,  le  tribunal  appeld  k  connaltre  du  proems  requerra  I'inter- 
vention  du  tribunal  6tranger  par  la  voie  d'une  commiaaion  rogatolre. 

3.  L'admiaaibilit6  dea  moyena  dc  preuve  (preuve  littdrale,  testimoniale,  aerment,  livrea  de  com- 
merce, etc.)  et  leur  fort«  probante  aeront  d^termintea  par  la  loi  du  lieu  oCl  a'eat  paaa^  le  fait  ou  I'acte 
qu'il  a'agit  de  prouver. 

La  mtoie  r^gle  aera  appliqu^  k  la  capacity  dea  t<^moina,  aauf  lea  exceptions  que  lea  ^^ts  eontrac- 
tanta  Jugeralent  convenable  de  aanctionner  dana  les  traitda. 

4.  Le  jugo  aaiai  d'un  proc^a  pourra  a'adresser  par  commiaaion  rogatoire  k  un  Juge  Stranger,  pour  le 
prier  de  faire  dana  aon  reasort  aoit  un  acte  d'inatifuction,  aoit  d'autrea  actea  judiciairea  pour  lesquols 
rintcrvcution  du  juge  <^t rangier  serait  indiapenaable  ou  utile. 

5.  Lc  juge  k  qui  Ton  demande  de  ddlivrer  une  Commiaaion  rogatoire  d^ide:  (a)  de  aa  propre  conipi^ 
tenoe;  (t))  de  la  l^alit^  de  la  requite;  (c)  de  aon  opportunity  loraqu'il  a'agit  d'un  acte  qui  legalement 
peut  aussi  ae  faire  devant  le  juge  de  proems,  p.  ex.  d'entendre  dea  t^moina,  de  faire  prater  sernient  k 
I'une  dea  parties,  etc. 

(5.  La  commission  rogatoire  sera  adreaa^  directement  au  tribunal  stranger,  aauf  intervention  ultt^ 
rieure  dea  gouvemementa  int^reaa^a,  s'il  j  a  lieu. 

7.  Le  tribunal  k  qui  la  commiasion  eat  adresa<^e  aera  oblig(i  d'y  satiafaire  apr^a  a'fttre  aaaur^:  l^de 
I'authenticite  du  document,  2o  de  sa  propre  competence  ratione  materia  d'aprds  lea  loia  du  pays  oft 
il  ai^ge. 

8.  En  caa  d'incompeteuce  materielle,le  tribunal  requis  tran.<imt>ttra  la  commission  rogatoire  au  tri- 
bunal competent,  apr&a  en  avoir  tnforme  le  requ^rant. 

9.  Le  tribunal  qui  precede  k  un  acte  judiciaire  en  vertu  d'une  commiaaion  rogatoire  applique  les  lois 
dc  son  pays  en  ce  qui  conoeme  les  formes  du  procda,  y  compria  les  formea  dea  preuves  et  du  aerment. 
(Annuaire  de  I'lnstitut  de  Droit  International,  Tom.  ii,  p.  150;  Revue  de  Droit  International,  etc. ^ 
Vol.  ix,  p.  308.) 
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ance.  If  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  TOr^noque  did  not  in  due  time 
see  that  its  representatives  in  Paris,  Rome,  and  Port  of  Spain  attended 
to  the  execution  of  the  commissions  and  allowed  them  to  keep  the 
docimients  in  their  possession  for  an  indefinite  period,  it  is  an  act  for 
the  consequences  of  which  the  company  is  solely  and  exclusively  respon- 
sible. To  pretend  that  the  other  party  in  the  litis  shall  bear  any 
responsibility  on  the  matter  is  entirely  contrary  to  common  sense  and 
to  equity. 

As  has  been  shown,  besides  the  absolute  lack  of  legal  basis  of  the 
charges  preferred  by  the  liquidators  of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de 
rOrfinoque  against  the  proceedings  of  the  court  and  the  judgment 
passed  by  that  high  tribunal  on  the  14th  of  October,  1891,  there  is  the 
remarkable  circumstance  that  neither  the  company  nor  its  legal  repre- 
sentatives denoimced  the  sentence  as  null  and  void  within  the  period 
and  in  the  form  established  in  Part  XVII  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Proce- 
dure then  in  force.     Article  538  of  said  code  says: 

Suits  may  be  invalidated  by  the  following  causes:  First,  when  one  of  the  contending 
parties  has  not  had  a  hearing  in  the  suit  whose  invalidation  is  intended  or  by  the  want  of 
summons  in  cases  where  such  summons  is  necessary  for  the  continuation  or  for  the  decision 
of  the  suit  and  whenever  this  fault  has  not  been  remedied  by  the  party  alleging  the  same.a 

Article  549  says: 

The  claim  of  invalidation  by  any  of  the  parties  shall  not  interfere  with  the  execution  of 
the  sentence.  & 

Article  550  says: 

The  claim  of  invalidation  can  not  be  made  six  months  after  the  party  has  had  knowledge 
of  the  suit  in  which  he  has  not  obtained  a  hearing  or  of  the  sentence  or  order  issued  in  the 
suit  when  it  was  in  suspense. c 

And  article  551  runs  thus  : 

When  an  invalidation  is  pronounced,  the  trial  shaU  commence  again  from  the  beginning 
in  case  there  may  have  been  a  lack  of  hearing  of  the  claiming  party,  and  from  the 
moment  that  alack  of  summons  took  place  in  case  this  lack  of  summons  be  the  cause  of  the 
mvalidation.  d 


a  Art.  538.  Son  causas  para  la  invalidacidn  de  los  juicios:  ^ 

la.  La  falta  de  audiencia  en  el  juicio  cuya  invalidacidn  se  pretende,  <5  la  falta  de  cita- 
cidn  cuando  ^sta  sea  necesaria  para  continuarlo  6  decidirlo,  si  no  ha  sido  cubierta  la  falta 
por  la  parte  que  la  alega. 

bArt.  549.  El  reclamo  de  invalidacidn  no  impide  la  ejocucidn  de  la  sentencia. 

cAri.  550.  Tampoco  puede  intentarse  trascurridos  sels  meses  dcsde  que  se  descubrid  la 
falsedad  del  documento,  d  se  tuvo  prueba  de  la  retencidn  d  del  hecho  de  la  parte  contra- 
ria,  d  desde  el  dia  en  que  se  pronuncid  la  sentencia  en  caso  de  pronunciamiento  sobre  cosa 
no  demandada  ti  omisidn  respecto  de  lo  demandado,  d  desde  que  llegd  6.  noticia  del  recla- 
mante  el  juicio  en  que  no  fu^  ofdo,  d  la  sentencia  d  auto  que  se  dictd  en  cl  juicio  que  estaba 
paralizado,  d  desde  que  se  tuvo  conocimiento  de  la  sentencia  anterior  que  estd  en  colisidn 
con  la  pronunciada. 

'dArt.  551.  Declarada  la  invalidacidn,  el  juicio  se  repone  al  estado  de  demanda  cuando 
ha  habido  falta  de  audiencia  del  reclamante,  y  el  estado  en  que  se  cometid  la  falta  de  cita- 
cidn,  cuando  es  dsta  la  fundamento  de  la  invalidacidn.  En  cl  caso  de  colisidn  dc  senten- 
cias,  quedari  con  su  fuerza  la  primera.  En  los  demas  casos,  se  repondrA  al  estado  de 
sentencia. 
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In  the  memorial  presented  by  the  liquidators  of  the  company  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France  on  the  3d  of  December,  1895,  they 
state,  on  page  69,  the  following: 

Nothing  exists,  therefore,  which  may  give  light  on  the  sentence  pronounced  by  the  high 
Federal  court  on  the  14th  of  October,  1891,  which  was  published  on  the  17th,  three  days 
after,  in  the  Official  Gazette,  No.  5385.  It  was  by  this  publication  that  the  counsel,  Dtb.  D. 
B.  Urbaneja  and  Ramdn  F.  Feo,  came  to  know  of  it.  When  Mr.  Delort  arrived  at  Caracas 
on  the  26th  of  October,  the*  whole  matter  had  been  completed.  Mr.  Delort  hastened  to 
Doctors  Urbaneja  and  Feo  for  advice,  and  these  counsel  told  him  that  there  was  nothing 
to  do  but  to  apply  to  the  French  Government,  which  had  authority  to  intervene  and  to  present 
a  claim  through  the  diplomatic  channel  by  virtue  of  article  5  of  the  diplomatic  convention 
of  1885. 

It  was  therefore  the  opinion  of  the  counsel  of  the  company  that 
according  to  the  law  on  this  matter  no  claim  of  invalidation  of  the 
sentence  could  be  entered  in  court,  although  the  term  of  six  months 
granted  by  law  for  for  this  purpose  was  still  running.  Mr.  Delort,  as 
well  as  the  other  representatives  of  the  company,  submitted  to  this 
opinion  of  the  counsel,  and  in  no  time  did  they  take  action  to  enter  a 
claim  of  invalidation,  thus  aflSrming  the  sentence  pronounced  by  the 
court. 

According  to  the  liquidators,  when  referring  to  Mr.  Delort  the  coun- 
sel advised  the  company  to  make  use  of  the  diplomatic  channel  by 
virtue  of  article  5  of  the  diplomatic  convention  of  1885,  not  taking  into 
account  that  article  5  of  said  convention  runs  thus: 

The  representatives  of  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  not  intervene  in  claims  or  griev- 
ances of  private  parties  referring  to  matters  pertaining  to  the  civil  or  penal  administration 
of  justice,  according  to  the  local  laws  unless,  in  case  of  denial  of  justice  or  of  judicial  delays 
contrary  to  use  and  to  law,  or  in  case  of  the  noncompliance  with  an  affirmed  sentence,  and, 
finally,  in  case  there  be  an  evident  violation  of  a  treaty  or  of  the  rules  of  international  law 
in  spite  of  the  exhaustion  of  the  legal  remedies. 

The  invalidation  of  the  judgment  passed  by  the  high  Federal  court 
was  a  matter  pertaining  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  justice  of 
Venezuela^  according  to  its  legislation.  The  company  did  not 
exhaust  all  the  legal  means  which  the  laws  of  the  country  oflFered  for 
the  invalidation  of  the  sentence,  acting  on  the  advice  of  her  counsel, 
in  whose  opinion  it  was  useless  to  do  anything  in  the  matter.  Although 
the  company  did  not  exhaust  these  legal  means  and  although  the 
sentence  was  not  in  violation  of  any  treaty  nor  of  any  rule  of  inter- 
national law,  article  5  of  the  convention  of  Novenxber  26,  1885,  was 
invoked  four  years  after,  thus  pretending  to  insure  the  possibiUty  of 
intervention  by  the  diplomatic  representatives  of  France. 

From  the  documents  presented  by  the  liquidators  of  the  company  it 
appears  that  from  the  14th  of  October,  1891,  on  which  day  the  sen- 
tence was  pronounced  by  the  high  Federal  court,  until  the  day  when 
the  French  commissioner  handed  over  to  the  Venezuelan  commissioner 
copies  of  the  memorial  presented  by  the  said  liquidators  to  the  minis- 
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ter  of  foreign  affairs  of  France  on  the  3d  of  December,  1895,  together 
with  annexed  papers,  the  diplomatic  representatives  of  France  in 
Venezuela  never  intervened  in  favor  of  any  claim  whatever  presented 
by  the  liquidators  of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque.  It  is  to 
be  observed,  on  the  other  hand,  that  in  a  dispatch  addressed  by  said 
liquidators  on  the  12th  of  September,  1901,  to  his  excellency  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  they  say — 

that  they  have  been  informed  from  Caracas  that  Mr.  Qui^vreux,  the  vice-consul  of  France 
in  that  city,  who  is  in  charge  of  aU  the  business  of  the  French  legation,  is  possessed  of  no 
document  whatever  concerning  the  claim  of  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  POr^noque,  for  which 
reason  he  has  been  unable  to  attend  to  it,  and  they  therefore  request  his  excellency  kindly 
to  transmit  to  Caracas,  if  necessary,  all  the  papers  referring  to  their  claim. 

It  is  therefore  perfectly  evident  that  the  diplomatic  representatives 
of  France  have  abstained  from  all  intervention  tending  to  the  invali- 
dation of  the  aforesaid  sentence  during  a  long  period  of  years,  and 
especially  so  during  the  term  of  four  years  that  elapsed  from  the  day 
on  which  the  sentence  was  pronounced  to  that  on  which  political 
relations  were  suspended  between  France  and  Venezuela  in  1895. 

What  action  did  the  liquidators  or  the  representatives  of  the  com- 
pany ever  take  during  all  the  years  following  that  of  the  sentence  to 
make  good  their  assumption  that  the  judgment  passed  was  a  notorious 
injustice  or  a  denial  of  justice  ? 

The  liquidators'  memorial  of  December,  1895,  to  the  minister  of 
foreign  affairs  of  France  states  the  facts  of  the  case  in  a  precise  man- 
ner and  defines  the  attitude  assumed  by  the  company  during  several 
years  in  consequence  of  the  sentence  that  rescinded  her  concessions 
and  condenmed  her  to  the  payment  of  a  sum  of  money  and  the  costs 
of  the  suit.  Under  the  title  of  ''Applications  made  by  the  Company 
to  the  Government  of  Venezuela,"  the  aforesaid  memorial  contains 
the  following  narrative: 

From  the  year  1891,  or  nearly  four  years  hack,  all  applications  made  to  the  Venezuelan 
Government,  in  order  to  obtain  a  friendly  compromise,  that  is  to  say,  to  obtain  an  indemnity, 
have  been  of  no  avail.  In  1892  there  was  a  revolution  in  Venezuela  and  the  Government 
declined  to  transact  any  business  on  the  plea  of  the  political  situation.  In  1893  General 
Crespo  came  into  power,  and  during  his  first  year  of  provisional  government  all  applications 
made  by  the  company  were  deferred  until  the  establishment  of  a  constitutional  government. 
General  Crespo  was  elected  as  constitutional  president  for  a  term  of  four  years  on  the  20th  of 
February,  1894.  In  the  month  of  May  of  that  same  year  Mr.  Dfelort,  who  was  going  to  the 
Pacific  coast,  called  at  Caracas  to  pre.sent  his  salutations  to  General  Crespo  and  to  General 
Velutini.  This  last  named  was  at  the  time  very  powerful,  and  Mr.  Delort  explained  to  him 
the  desirability  of  arriving  to  a  friendly  understanding  and  to  come  to  terms  as  to  the  indem- 
nity which  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  POr^noque  pretended.  General  Velutini  expressed 
to  Mr.  Delort  his  willingness  to  assist  him  in  this  direction,  and  suggested  that  Mr.  Delort 
procure  from  Prance  the  necessary  power  of  attorney  which  would  give  him  sufficient 
autliority  for  dealing  with  this  matter.  On  the  25th  of  October,  1894,  Mr.  Delort  returned 
to  Caracas,  where  full  power  of  attorney  had  been  sent  to  him,  but  General  Velutini  was  then 
in  a  very  different  frame  of  mind  and  Mr.  Delort  was  unable  to  secure  the  slightest  coopera- 
tion from  him.    Mr.  Delort  then  decided  to  apply  directly  to  General  Crespo,  who  at  the  time 
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was  in  his  country  seat  at  Maracaibo.  General  Crespo  assured  Mr.  Delott,  that  iftht  com- 
pany had  really  any  rights,  justice  would  he  done  to  it.  At  this  juncture  Mr.  Delort  presented 
to  Dr.  P.  E.  Rojas,  the  then  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  a  report  briefly  stating  all  the  facts 
and  the  rights  claimed  by  the  company.  I>octor  Rojas  promised  to  examine  said  document 
carefully,  for  which  purpose  he  asked  for  a  time  of  two  months.  As  Mr.  Delort  could  not 
await  in  Caracas,  he  informed  the  minister  that  he  would  come  back  to  Caracas  in  February 
or  March,  1895.  He  did  return  to  Venezuela  on  the  24th  of  May,  and  heard  at  LaGuayra 
when  he  landed  of  the  rupture  of  diplomatic  relations  between  France  and  Venezuela,  w^hich 
had  just  taken  place.  A  translation  of  this  document  presented  by  Mr.  Delort  to  the  min- 
ister of  foreign  affairs  of  Venezuela  in  November,  1894,  has  been  deposited  at  the  ministrk- 
of  foreign  affairs  in  Paris.  That  document  was  drafted  without  possessing  full  knowledge 
of  all  the  records  of  the  trial  that  took  place  before  the  high  Federal  court  against  the  Com- 
pagnie  G^n^rale  de  I'Or^noque,  and  certain  details  are  therefore  wanting  in  said  document 
(which  are  contained  in  this  memorial),  although  the  conclusions  of  said  petition  remain  in 
their  full  force. 

From  the  foregoing  quotation  it  will  be  seen  that  the  action  taken 
by  the  representatives  of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrenoque  in 
liquidation  in  the  four  years  subsequent  to  the  sentence,  during  which 
time  the  diplomatic  relations  between  France  and  Venezuela  were  on  a 
friendly  footing,  was  simply  of  a  friendly  and  private  nature  with  pri- 
vate and  influential  individuals  and  officials  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing a  friendly  compromise  of  pecuniary  advantage  to  the  company,  no 
diplomatic  action  whatever  having  taken  place  during  that  time. 
The  record  presented  to  Dr.  P.  E.  Rojas,  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  was 
not  effected  in  an  official  manner,  and  no  allusion  whatever  is  made 
which  may  convey  the  idea  that  it  was  presented  by  the  representative 
of  France  in  Venezuela,  who  was  the  properly  qualified  party  to  com- 
municate on  this  matter  with  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs.  The 
document  in  question  does  not  exist  in  the  archives  of  the  ministry  o- 
foreign  affairs,  and  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  a  document  annexed  to 
the  record  presented  to  this  commission,  marked  ''No.  106,"  contain- 
ing 37  pages  written  in  Spanish  without  any  signature,  dated  12th  of 
November,  1894,  which  is  said  to  have  been  addressed  to  the  minister 
of  foreign  affairs,  is  the  very  same  report  presented  by  Mr.  Delort  to 
Doctor  Rojas,  who  may  have  returned  it  to  the  former. 

This  document,  which  is  not  even  signed  by  the  person  who  pre- 
sented it,  is  simply  a  narrative  of  facts  which  took  place  from  the  time 
of  the  concessions  fron^  which  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque 
originated  and  of  comments  on  the  diplomatic  incident  between 
Venezuela  and  Colombia  caused  by  the  publication  made  in  Paris  by 
the  Compagnie  Gen6rale  de  TOr^noque  of  a  report  and  geographical 
chart  which  comprised  a  zone  of  land  which  was  sub  litis  between 
Venezuela  and  Colombia,  on  the  real  ownership  of  which  judgment  was 
pending  from  the  Spanish  Government  according  to  the  treaty  of 
arbitration  juris  of  the  14th  of  September,  1881.  This  documenf  of 
report  contains  the  following  among  other  statements: 

In  short,  an  association  was  formed  by  a  group  of  well-known  honorable  French  citizens 
who  placed  reliance  on  the  good  faith  of  Venezuela,  whose  word  was  solemnly  pledged  by  a 
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contract  drawn  according  to  its  laws  for  canying  into  execution  an  arduous  enterprise, 
which  was  chiefly  to  be  to  the  honor  and  benefit  of  the  country.  Some  very  important  work 
was  done,  as  weU  as  the  very  diflicult  task  of  establishing  steam  navigation  between  Ciudad 
Bolivar  and  Brazil.  But  the  Venezuelan  Government,  which  had  pledged  their  signature 
either  by  error  or  by  omission,  realizing  then  by  the  urgent  claims  of  Colombia,  as  well  as 
by  the  arbitration  sentence  pronounced  by  Spain,  that  they  had  had  no  right  to  grant  con- 
cessions on  territory  which  they  did  not  possess,  found  no  other  way  for  withdrawing  from 
an  awkward  position  than  to  rescind  their  contract  with  the  company,  taking  no  heed  of 
the  serious  damages  caused  by  such  an  action  to  the  other  party  in  the  contract.  It  is  there- 
fore but  just  and  equitable  as  well  as  honorable  for  the  Republic  that  this  group  of  foreigners 
who  brought  their  capital  to  this  country  in  good  faith  under  a  contract  should  receive  an 
indemnity  for  damages  they  have  sustained. 

Further  in  the  report  it  is  stated : 

There  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  responsibility  inherited  by  this  Government  from  the  for- 
mer administration,  omng  to  the  want  of  loyalty  shown  at  the  time  the  contract  was  drawn  where 
the  Colombian  claim  was  kept  in  concealment  and  allowing  the  company  to  proceed  with  its 
Work  to  invest  its  capital  and  to  make  colossal  efforts  in  order  to  comply  with  its  obliga- 
tions, and  owing  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Government  even  before  the  malicious  and  baseless 
suit  for  rescission  of  the  contract  was  entered  and  had  been  sentenced  by  the  high  Federal 
court  proceedings,  which  were  contrary  to  law,  to  universal  justice,  to  all  sound  principles, 
and  to  the  very  interest  of  the  country,  and  by  the  force  of  which  the  company  was  ruined 
and  all  the  elements  of  progress  and  civilization  which  were  to  benefit  and  improve  those 
territories  were  misapptfed  and  frittered  away. 

The  violent  language  used  in  this  report  and  the  offenses  therein 
addressed  to  the  Government  of  the  RepubUe  explain  why  it  was  that 
the  same  was  returned  to  its  author  and  why  no  traces  were  left  of  its 
passage  through  the  hand  of  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs. 

To  refute  the  assertions  contained  in  said  report  with  reference  to 
the  boundary  question  with  Colombia,  it  will  be  sufficient  to  quote  in 
extenso  the  reply  of  Mr.  Delort  on  the  23d  of  September,  1888,  to  the 
minister  of  fomento,  when  the  former  was  asked  by  the  latter  to  explain 
the  cause  of  the  publication  made  by  the  company  in  Paris  of  a  report 
and  a  map  in  which  a  certain  territory  which  had  been  submitted  to  the 
decision  of  an  arbitrator  appointed  by  Venezuela  and  Colombia  appeared 
as  having  been  granted  to  the  Compagnie  Generale  de  VOrev/oque  by  the 
Government  of  Venezuela, 

The  dispatch  of  the  minister  of  fomento  to  which  Mr.  Delort  replied 
is  as  foUow^s: 

No.  452.]  Department  of  Territorial  Wealth, 

Caracas f  IS  September ,  1888. 
To  Mr.  Delort, 

Concessionary  for  the  ExploitcUion  of  the  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amxizonas. 
Under  date  of  15th  instant  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  has  officially  transmitted  the 

following  to  this  ministry: 

"Caracas,  15th  September y  1888. 
"  Sir  :  The  envoy  extraordinary  of  Colombia  has  entered  a  claim  against  the  publica- 
tion of  a  geographical  chart  and  a  report  by  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  TOr^noque  of  the 
Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas,  containing  a  description  of  the  boundaries  of  their  conces- 
sions in  which  are  comprised,  as  granted  to  said  company,  vast  territories  which  are  sub 
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lite  between  Colombia  and  Venezuela.  Consequently  and  with  a  view  to  examine  said 
report  and  chart,  I  trust  that  you  will  remit  them  to  me,  if  you  are  possessed  with  them,  or 
that  you  will  kindly  request  the  representative  of  the  company  to  furnish  you  with  same, 
as  well  as  with  his  own  report  on  the  subject,  should  these  documents  not  exist  in  your 
office.  1  transmit  this  communication  to  you  in  order  that  you  remit  to  me  the  informa- 
tion required. 

"  ( Signed  )  Cobonado.  " 

Mr.  Delort's  reply  is  as  follows: 

"  Caracas,  20ih  September,  188S. 
"To  Minister  or  Fomento. 

"  Monsieur  le  Ministre:  I  have  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  dispatch  dated  the  18th 
instant,  to  which  I  now^  reply.  When  the  company  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  was  formed  a 
report  was  drafted  in  Paris  for  distribution  only  among  the  shareholders.  In  said  report 
the  concessions  tranrferred  to  the  company  by  Mr.  Tejera  were  inserted  as  well  as  an  abstract 
of  the  articles  of  association  and  divers  information  on  the  natural  products  to  be  exploited 
as  per  the  terms  of  the  contract.  To  that  report  a  map  was  annexed  in  order  that  the  share- 
holders should  know  the  location  of  the  territories  granted  to  the  company /or  explaitcUion. 
That  map  is  a  copy  of  the  one  annexed  to  the  statistical  bulletin  published  in  several  lan- 
guages by  the  Government  of  Venezuela.  This  report  does  not  deal  with  the  boundaries 
between  Colombia  and  Venezuela  nor  mth  a  wist  expanse  of  territory  granted  to  the  company, 
but  only  with  the  natural  products  of  the  extensive  region  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas. 
The  company  knows  thai  the  boundaries  between  Colombia  and  Venezuela  are  sub  litisj  sub- 
mitted to  the  arbitration  of  the  Spanish  Government.  The  company  therefore  lays  no  claim 
on  this  point;  and  as  she  holds  her  concession  from  the  Government  of  Venezuela  f  she  is  rceU 
aware  that  she  has  to  conform  to  thefnal  boundary  fixed  to  the  Republic.  Up  to  the  present 
time  the  company  has  extended  her  exploitation  only  to  localities  under  the  jurisdiction  vf 
Venezuelan  authorities  and  her  agencies,  stores  and  others  are  situated  at  Atines,Maipures, 
San  Fernando,  San  Cdrlos,  and  the  Brazilian  boundary,  and  our  steamboats  are  plying  only 
on  the  Orinoco,  the  Casiquaire,  and  the  Guainia.  I  regret  not  to  be  able  to  send  you  the 
report  referred  to,  but  two  copies  of  same  must  have  been  forwarded  to  you  by  the  agent 
of  the  company  in  this  city  and  should  be  in  your  possession.  I  trust.  Monsieur  le  Ministre, 
that  the  explanation  which  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  you  will  be  satisfactory,  and  I  trust 
as  well  that  you  will  appreciate  our  good  faith  on  this  matter. 

"With  the  highest  consideration,  I  remain,  Monsieur  le  Ministre. 

"  (Signed. )  Th.  Dei^ht." 

If  the  wording  of  this  communication  is  compared  with  that  of  the 
report  addressed  by  the  very  same  representative  of  the  company  in 
1894  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Venezuela  and  with  that  of 
the  memorial  addressed  in  1895  by  the  liquidators  of  the  company 
to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  when  reference  is  made 
in  both  documents  to  the  boundary  question  with  Colombia,  the  acts 
of  the  representatives  of  the  company  may  be  appreciated  in  their 
true  meaning- and  value;  but  in  spite  of  all,  the  plain  and  steadfast 
avowal  made  by  the  representative  of  the  company  remains  unaltered, 
viz — 

^at  the  company  knows  that  the  boundaries  between  Colombia  and  Venezuela  are  suh  lite 
submitted  to  the  arbitration  of  the  King  of  Spain,  and  that  the  company,  therefore,  lays  no 
claim  on  this  heading  and  is  well  aware  that  she  has  to  conform  to  the  boundaries  which 
may  be  definitely  fixed. 

Nor  could  the  company  be  ignorant  of  this,  as  she  had  been  finally 
constituted  on  the  12th  of  March  of  that  same  year  and  she  had  been 
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formed  according  to  the  articles  of  association  published  in  Paris  with 
the  property  of  the  concession  helonging  to  Mr,  Tejera,  a  Venezuelan 
citizen,  who  had  acquired  it  from  Gen.  Guzmdn  Blanco,  an  interest 
on  40  per  cent  of  the  profits  having  been  adjudged  to  Mr.  Tejera, 
according  to  articles  6  and  9  of  said  articles  of  association.  Could 
it  be  likely  that  Mr.  Tejera,  a  Venezuelan  engineer  and  ex-minister 
of  public  works,  during  one  of  the  terms  of  power  of  Gen.  Guzm&n 
Blanco,  from  whom  he  had  obtained  the  said  concession,  would  not 
be  well  aware  of  all  the  details  referring  to  the  boundarj^  question 
with  Colombia  which  had  been  submitted  since  1881  by  Gen.  Guzm&n 
Blanco  to  the  arbitrio  juris  of  the  King  of  Spain  ? 

The  author  of  the  report  addressed  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs 
of  Venezuela  on  the  12th  of  November,  1894,  asserts,  on  page  25 — 

that  the  Govemment  of  Dr.  Andueza  Palacio  blundered  in  like  manner  to  his  predecessors, 
that  nothing  had  been  communicated  to  the  company  with  the  intention  of  keeping  from  her  all 
knowledge  of  the  claim  cf  Colombia j  and  that  it  was  evident  that  the  Venezuelan  Govemment 
knew  they  were  wrong  on  this  point  toward  the  company  and  toward  Colombia. 

But  it  was  necessary  to  give  some  reply  to  Colombia,  whose  protests 
and  claims  were  daily  growing  more  pressing,  and  a  means  was  devised 
for  withdrawing  from  the  embarrassing  position  caused  by  the  con- 
tract of  1885. 

These  assertions  were  repeated  later  on  in  December,  1895,  in  the 
memorial  presented  in  Paris  by  the  liquidators  of  the  company  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France  dnd  were  complemented  with  the 
following  statements: 

Equity  and  justice,  as  well  as  the  honor  of  Venezuela,  impose  on  the  govemment  of  Caracas 

the  obligation  to  pay  an  indemnity  to  those  parties  who  in  good  faith  have  invested  their 

capital  in  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  POr^noque  and  who  have  been  deceived  from  beginning 

to  end. 

/  ^ 

The  grave  nature  of  these  charges  preferred  against  the  Govem- 
ment of  Venezuela,  in  order  to  base  on  them  the  right  to  a  pecuniary 
indemnitj^  in  favor  of  certain  parties  pretending  to  have  been  the 
victims  of  deceit  from  beginning  to  end,  imposes  on  the  Venezuelan 
commissioner  the  task  of  throwing  full  light  on  the  truth  of  this  matter 
as  to  what  refers  to  the  claim  of  Colombia,  which  the  company  alleges 
was  kept  in  concealment  by  the  governments  preceding  that  of  Dr. 
Andueza  Palacio. 

It  is  altogether  inaccurate  that  the  governments  preceding  that 
of  Dr.  Andueza  Palacio  had  communicated  nothing  to  the  Orinoco 
Company  with  the  purpose  of  keeping  from,  her  knowledge  the  claim 
of  Colombia. 

Shortly  after  the  formation  in  Paris  of  the  syndicate  which  was 
to  be  the  basis  for  the  constitution  of  a  limited  company  in  favor 
of  which  the  concession  of  Mr.  Tejera  was  to  be  transferred,  a  report  of 
fifteen  pages  was  published  in  the  city  of  Paris  on  the  concessions  of  the 
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Compdgnie  Generale  de  VOrenoque  under  formation^  and  annexed  to  it 
was  an  abstract  of  the  articles  of  association  of  said  company,  together 
with  a  map  comprising  the  navigahle  waterways  within  the  territory 
granted.  This  report  on  the  territory  granted  was  drawn,  as  stated, 
by  Mr.  Delort  in  his  reply  to  the  minister  of  fomento  of  Venezuela, 
under  date  of  25th  of  September,  1888,  solely  for  the  use  of  the  share- 
holders of  the  company  which  they  had  the  intention  of  forming,  and 
the  geographical  chart  was  annexed  to  it  with  the  purpose  that  said 
shareholders  should  know  where  the  territory  granted  to  the  com- 
pany was  located. 

In  a  dispatch  dated  in  Bogotd  on  the  28th  of  October,  1887,  the 
minister  of  Colombia  called  the  attention  of  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  of  Venezuela — 

to  a  report  published  in  Paris  by  a  French  company  on  the  subject  of  certain  conoessions 
which  were  said  to  hare  been  granted  by  the  Gk)vernment  of  Venezuela  on  the  territories  of 
the  upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  belonging  to  the  Republic  of  Venezuela  and  to  a  chart 
annexed  to  that  report,  in  which  the  western  boundaries  of  said  territories  were  fixed  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  comprise  within  them  the  large  zone  which  was  sub  litis  between  Venezuela 
and  Colombia,  the  real  ownership  of  which  was  yet  to  be  decided  by  the  sentence  of  the 
Spanish  Government  according  to  the  terms  of  the  treaty  of  arbitration  juris  of  the  14th  of 
December,  1881. 

This  dispatch  ends  as  follows: 

It  is  clear  that  neither  of  the  two  Governments  can  grant  any  valid  concession  on  these 
lands,  and  it  is  likewise  evident  that  the  error  of  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  POr^oque  is 
due  to  their  having  made  reference  to  geographical  or  statistical  data  previous  to  the  treaty 
of  1881  aforesaid,  by  virtue  of  which  that  zone  is  not  only  made  debatable,  but  is  to  be  defined 
by  a  special  arbitration  in  exclusive  manner. 

The  importance  of  these  observations  from  the  minister  of  Colombia 
could  not  escape  our  then  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  Dr.  Diego  Bau- 
tista  Urbaneja,  who  had  been  counsel  to  ^he  company  from  the  very 
beginning,  as  evidenced  from  the  payments  made  to  him  by  the  mint 
of  Caracas  on  the  28th  of  Februarj^  1888,  28th  of  April,  and  30th  of 
May,  and  at  the  end  of  each  successive  month  for  professional  services, 
(account  of  the  Company  '^  La  Monnaie ''  with  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale 
de  rOr^noque,  voucher  3),  and  consequently  a  dispatch,  dated  the 
25th  of  November,  1887,  was  addressed  to  the  minister  of  fomento 
requesting  the  necessarj'  information  and  report  aforesaid  for  replying 
to  the  minister  of  Colombia.  The  minister  of  fomento  replied  to  the 
minister  of.  foreign  affairs  that  the  aforesaid  report  had  never  been 
sent  to  his  department.  (Secretary's  record  of  the  ministry  of  fomento 
referring  to  the  contract  Guzmto-Tejera,  transmitted  to  the  high  fed- 
eral court  to  be  annexed  to  the  record  of  the  suit  against  the  Com- 
pagnie G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque.) 

Mr.  Delort,  who  was  director  in  Venezuela  of  the  works  started  by 
the  syndicate  and  the  only  representative  of  the  company  with  whom 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  had  had  any  dealing  up  to  the  present; 
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was  in  Paris  at  the  time  these  events  were  taking  place.  When  he 
returned  to  Caracas  in  December,  1887  (memorial  of  the  3d  of  Decem- 
ber, 1895,  p.  24),  where  he  remained  a  few  days,  he  proceeded  to  Ciudad 
Bolivar,  there  to  attend  to  the  work  of  organization. 

•  Since  February,   1888,  Doctor  Urbaneja  was  receiving  from  the 

*  *  Soci6t^  de  la  Monnaie  (the  mint)  the  payment  of  fees  for  professional 
services  rendered  to  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque  during  the 
administration  of  General  Ij6pez,  and  it  is  therefore  not  likely  that 
from  that  period  of  transition  to  the  coming  into  power  of  Dr.  Rojas 
Paul,  which  took  place  in  July  of  same  year,  Mr.  Delort  would  be  igno- 
rant of  the  claim  of  Colombia,  his  own  counsel  being  the  identical 
person  who  had  received  the  dispatch  on  the  subject  from  the  foreign 
office  of  Colombia.  As  soon  as  Dr.  Rojas  Paul  had  been  installed  in 
power  his  minister  of  foreign  affairs  received  on  the  9th  of  August,  1 888, 
a  confidential  memorandum  from  the  minister  of  Colombia  in  Caracas, 
in  which  he  was  reminded  of  the  dispatch  of  the  28th  of  October, 
1887,  for  replying  to  which  Doctor  Urbaneja,  when  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  in  November,  1887,  had  solicited  from  the  minister  of  fomento 
the  map  and  report  referred  to  in  said  dispatch,  which  map  and  report 
the  said  minister  of  fomento  had  been  unable  to  remit  because  they 
did  not  exist  in  his  department.  For  replying  to  the  confidential 
memorandum  of  the  9th  of  August,  1888,  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs 
addressed  another  dispatch,  under  date  of  the  15th  of  September,  1888, 
to  the  minister  of  fomento,  requesting  once  more  the  remittance  of  the 
said  report  and  map  in  case  these  had  already  reached  his  department, 
and,  if  not,  requesting  that  he  would  ask  the  representative  of  the 
company  for  said  documents  and  a  report  on  this  subject.  (Dispatch 
previously  inserted) .  This  was  transmitted  by  the  minister  of  fomento 
to  Mr.  Delort  imder  date  of  the  18th  of  September,  1888,  to  which  he 
replied  in  the  terms  of  his  conmiunication  of  the  20th  of  the  same 
month,  which  has  already  been  reproduced  in  extenso.  This  exchange 
of  dispatches  was  taking  place  at  the  beginning  of  the  administration 
of  Dr.  Rojas  Patil,  one  year  and  a  half  before  Dr.  Andueza  Palacio 
came  into  power  in  March,  1 890,  and  in  spite  of  this  the  representative 
of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque  and  the  liquidators  of  the 
same  have  not  hesitated  to  assure  to  a  high  official  of  the  French 
Republic,  its  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  in  the  memorial  before  men- 
tioned— 

that  the  Government  of  Dr.  Andueza  Palacio  blundered  in  like  manner  as  his  predecessors, 
that  nothing  had  been  communicated  to  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  I'Or^noque,  not  wish- 
ing to  bring  to  her  knowledge  the  claim  of  Colombia. 

A  claim  which  is  based  on  this  sort  of  argument  is  judged  and  sen- 
tenced by  itself. 

Apart  from  the  inconsistency  and  lack  of  truth  of  the  assumption 
of  the  company  that  the  Venezuelan  Governments  kept  in  conceal- 


268  COMPANY    GENERAL    OF   THE    ORINOCO    CASE. 

ment  the  claim  of  Colombia  with  reference  to  publications  made  by 
the  syndicate  of  the  company  of  the  Orinoco  what  took  place  between 
the  Venezuelan  and  the  Colombian  foreign  offices  did  not  in  any  way 
alter  the  essence  of  the  contract  between  the  Grovemment  of  Venezuela 
and  Mr.  Miguel  Tejera,  which  was  simply  for  the  exploitation  of  the 
natural  products  of  the  territories  of  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas,  and 
which  neither  meant  to  convey  the  alienation  of  any  lands  nor  fixed 
any  boundaries. 

This  concession  comprised  an  extension  of  territory  several  times 
larger  than  the  zone  of  land  coterminous,  on  the  western  part  of  the 
RepubUc,  with  Colombia,  submitted  to  the  award  of  the  King  of  Spain. 
The  extension  of  those  territories  comprised  very  nearly  25,000,000 
hectares,  thickly  wooded  from  the  rapids  of  Maipures  to  the  BraziUan 
boundary  toward  the  south  and  to  the  Republic  of  Colombia  toward 
the  east.  The  justice  and  the  accuracy  of  this  appreciation  are  acknowl- 
edged by  the  very  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque  in  the  reply  of 
her  representative  to  the  minister  of  fomento,  in  which  they  say: 

The  company  lays  no  claim  whatever  with  reference  to  the  boundary  question  with  Colom- 
bia, as  she  is  weD  aware  that  she  has  to  conform  to  the  limits  which  may  ultimately  be  fixed 
to  the  RepubHc  of  Venezuela. 

The  good  faith  with  which  Venezuela  held  in  her  possession,  as 
belonging  to  her,  a  certain  zone  of  lands  which  was  afterwards  awarded 
by  the  arbitrator  to  Colombia  precludes  all  responsibility  from  the' 
Government  in  the  concession  in  question,  which  was  never  intended 
to  convey  any  definite  alienation,  but  simply  the  exploitation  of  nat- 
ural products  in  those  localities  where  Venezuelan  settlements  existed 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  Venezuelan  authorities. 

This  declaration,  which  is  altogether  in  accordance  with  the  princi- 
ples of  international  law,  is  concretely  embodied  in  the  award  of  the 
arbitrator  on  the  boundary  question  with  Colombia  in  the  following 
words: 

Whereas,  according  to  the  agreement  signed  by  the  parties  the  award  is  to  fix  the  limits  or 
boundaries,  which  in  the  year  1810  existed  between  the  then  general  captaincy  of  Venezuela, 
to-day  the  United  States  of  Venezuela,  and  the  viceroyalty  of  Santa  F^,  to-day  the  Republic 
of  Colombia; 

Whereas  the  law  functions  assigned  to  the  arbitrator  by  the  treaty  of  Caracas  of  the  14th 
of  September,  1881,  were  enlarged  by  the  declaration  of  Paris  of  the  15th  of  February,  1886, 
so  that  the  boundary  line  should  be  fixed  in  the  best  manner,  as  nearly  as  possible,  according 
to  the  existing  documents,  whenever  these  documents  throw  not  sufficient  light  on  a  given 
point; 

Considering  that,  for  the  better  understanding,  section  6  (Orinoco  and  Rio  Negro  line)  can 
be  divided  into  two  parts,  viz,  from  the  Meta  to  Maipures,  and  from  Maipures  to  the  bowlder 
called  Cocuy; 

Considering  that  the  starting  pK)int  and  the  legal  base  for  determining  the  boundary  line 
in  part  second  of  the  6th  section  is  the  real  c^dula  (royal  decree)  of  the  5th  of  May,  1768, 
on  the  real  meaning  of  which  there  is  a  disparity  of  opinion  between  the  two  high  con- 
tracting parties; 


OPINION   OF   VENEZUELAN    COMMI88IONEE.  269 

Considering  that  the  terms  of  the  aforesaid  real  c^dula  are  not  as  clear  and  precise  as  nee- 
essaiy  in  this  class  of  documents  so  as  to  base  exclusively  on  same  a  decision  juris; 

Considering  therefore  that  the  arbitrator  is  confronted  with  the  case  foreseen  by  the  decla- 
ration of  Paris  before  mentioned; 

Considering  that  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  possess  in  good  faith  territories  to  the 
vxst  of  the  Orinoco,  the  Casiquiare  and  the  Rio  Negro,  which  rivers  form  the  boundaries 
assigned  on  that  side  to  the  province  of  Guayana,  by  the  said  real  c^dula  of  1768; 

Considering  that  in  said  territories  there  exist  very  important  Venezuelan  settlements  which 
have  been  fostered  in  the  bona  fde  belief  that  they  vxre  located  within  the  dominions  cf  the 
United  States  of  Venezuela,  and  lastly, 

Considering  that  the  rivers  Atabapo  and  Rio  Negro  form  a  natural,  clear,  and  precise  fron- 
tier, with  the  only  interruption  of  a  few  kilometers  from  Yavita  to  Pimichin  thus  to  keep 
clear  of  the  respective  boundaries  of  these  two  viUages; 

I  have  to  come  to  declare  that  the  boundary  line  debated  between  the  Republic  of  Colom- 
bia and  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  is  now  defined  in  the  following  manner:    *    *    * 

Section  6,  Part  I.  From  the  mouth  of  the  river  Meta  in  the  Orinoco  down  the  stream  of 
this  last  to  the  rapids  of  Maipures,  but  always  having  consideration  to  the  fact  that  the  village 
of  Aturesfrom  the  time  cf  its  foundation  has  made  use  of  a  road  which  is  on  the  left  bank  of 
the  Orinoco  for  the  purpose  of  turning  the  rapids  from  the  said  village  of  Atures  to  the  harbor 
or  port  situated  to  the  south  of  Maipures,  opposite  to  the  hill  called  Macuriana,  toward  the 
north  of  the  mouth  of  river  Vichada;  the  aforesaid  incumbrance  or  right  of  way  is  here  expressly 
assigned  in  favor  ofVenezuela,  the  same  incumbrance  to  cease  twenty-five  years  after  the  publi- 
cation of  this  award  or  as  soon  as  a  road  be  made  in  Venezuelan  territory  which  may  render 
unnecessary  the  traffic  along  the  Colombian  road,  the  two  interested  parties  having  the  right 
to  regulate  by  common  consent  the  use  of  this  incumbrance.  (From  the  Official  Gazette  of 
Madrid,  7th  of  March,  1891.) 

Afi  may  be  seen  from  the  preceding  award,  the  arbitrator  expressly 
acknowledged  that  Venezuela  had  possessed  in  good  faith  a  portion  of 
the  territory  adjudged  to  Colombia,  and  in  consequence  he  established 
in  favor  of  Vene?uela  the  use  of  way  between  Atures  and  Maipures 
along  the  left  bank  of  the  Orinoco  for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years,  to 
be  counted  from  the  publication  of  the  award.  This  decision  would 
have  given  full  security  of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque,  had 
it  at  the  time  carried  out  her  obligation  to  construct  a  railway  line 
which  was  to  divert  the  hindrance  of  the  rapids  of  Atures  and  Maipures 
and  to  facilitate  the  steam  navigation  of  the  Orinoco. 

Having  demonstrated  that  the  charges  preferred  against  the  Vene- 
zuelan Governments  and  their  proceedings  toward  the  Compagnie 
G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque  with  reference  to  the  Colombian  boundary 
question  are  devoid  of  all  bases,  and  having  also  demonstrated  that 
the  judgment  passed  by  the  high  Federal  court  in  the  suit  entered  for 
rescission  of  the  contracts  granted  to  said  company  for  the  exjJoitation 
of  the  natural  products  of  the  territories  of  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazo- 
nas  and  for  the  exploitation  of  the  tonca  beans  (sarrapia)  on  the  terri- 
tories conterminous  with  Brazil  and  British  Guiana,  was  a  sentence 
pronounced  by  that  tribunal  after  having  complied  with  all  the  legal 
prescriptions  of  the  code  of  procedure  then  in  force,  and  in  everyway 
in  accordance  with  the  fundamental  laws  then  in  force  in  Venezuela, 
the  Venezuelan  commissioner  considers  that  said  sentence  is  valid  and 
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affirmed;  and  that  it  has  been  acknowledged  and  accepted  by  the  Com- 
pagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque,  since  this  company  did  not  in  due  time, 
according  to  the  law,  make  use  of  her  right  to  appeal  in  order  to  invali- 
date same. 

After  due  examination  of  the  fimdamental  part  of  this  sentence,  and 
after  analy2dng  all  the  evidence  produced  by  the  contending  parties,  it 
is  evident  that  the  verdict  of  the  high  Federal  court,  in  administering 
justice  on  behalf  of  the  Republic  and  by  aiithority  of  the  law,  was 
entirely  adjusted  to  the  prescriptions  of  the  civil  code  on  rescission  of 
contracts,  the  Compagnie  GfoSrale  de  TOr^noque  not  having  complied 
with  any  of  the  obligations  under  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  9  of  article 
2  of  the  contract  of  the  17th  of  December,  1885,  nor  with  any  of  the 
stipulations  3d,  4th,  and  5th  of  the  contract  of  the  1st  of  April,  1887, 
and  as  a  consequence  of  which  rescission  the  tribunal  condemned  the 
Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque  to  pay  to  the  Venezuelan  Grovem- 
ment  the  sum  of  40,048.62  francs  for  damages,  besides  the  costs  of  the 
suit. 

Two  days  after  the  financial  representative  of  the  Government 
(fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda)  entered  before  the  high  Federal  court  the 
suit  against  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque  a  general  meeting 
of  shareholders  of  said  company  was  taking  place  in  Paris,  on  the  30th 
of  May,  1890,  in  which  a  resolution  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
veiting  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOr^noque  into  an  English  com- 
pany, under  the  name  of  '^Orinoco  Exploration  and  Trading  Com- 
pany,''  which  meeting  likewise  resolved  to  dissolve  and  wind  up  the 
company  and  appointed  liquidators.  In  the  memorial  presented  by  the 
liquidators  of  the  company  on  the  5th  of  December,  1895,  reference  is 
made  to  the  aforesaid  dissolution,  after  the  following  statements: 

The  board  of  directors  had  many  debtors  and  they  hesitated  therefore  to  collect  the  har- 
vest of  1890,  but  yielding  to  the  representations  of  their  agents  they  furnished  the  necessary 
funds  in  agreement  with  a  Liverpool  firm  who  sent  out  their  special  agent,  Mr.  Staedelli. 

The  position  of  the  company  .in  Paris  vxis  very  painful,  as  its  credit  had  been  totally 
exhausted.  All  efforts  made  in  France  proved  to  he  of  no  avail,  while  in  England  confidence 
was  not  lost  and  it  was  possible  to  go  on  there  with  the  business.  The  board  of  directors 
therefore  willingly  considered  a  proposition  from  England  for  the  constitution  of  a  company 
in  London,  to  which  all  the  assets,  contracts,  material,  works,  etc.,  of  the  Compagnie  G^n^ 
rale  de  rOr6noque  would  be  transferred. 

No  mention  is  made  in  this  memorial  of  the  Uabilities  of  the  com- 
pany, although  it  may  be  inferred  from  their  own  statements  that  they 
must  have  been  considerable,  a^  the  credit  of  the  company  was  exhausted 
in  Paris  and  all  efforts  in  France  seemed  of  no  avail. 

In  the  accounts  annexed  to  the  petition  presented  by  the  liquidators 
of  the  company  on  the  10th  of  July,  1902,  to  the  minister  of  foreign, 
affairs  of  France,  which  fixes  their  claim  againgt  the  Venezuelan  Grov- 
emment  in  the  sum  of  7,616,098.62  francs,  will  be  foimd  the  following 


OPINION    OF   VENEZUELAN   COMMISSIONER.  27l 

items  referring  to  the  liabilities  of  the  company  on  the  30th  of  May, 
1890: 

Francs. 

1 .  To  the  shareholders 1 ,  500, 000. 00 

2.  To  the  Soci^t^  de  la  Monnaie 722,851.56 

3.  La  Banque  de  Consignations 236, 356. 00 

4.  Mr.  Alfred  Chauvelot 191,176.00 

5.  Mr.  Eugene  Ferminac 63, 000. 00 

6.  Mr.  Louis  Roux 13, 059. 55 

7.  Mr.  Theodor  Delort 14, 641 .  26 

Total 2,741,084.37 

In  this  amount  interest  on  the  different  credit  balances  is  not 
included.  The  company  had,  therefore,  on  the  30th  of  May,  1890, 
debits  amounting  in  total  to  almost  as  much  as  the  capital  of  the  com- 
pany, equal  to  1,500,000  francs. 

Out  of  .this  capital,  600,000  francs  had  been  allotted  to  Mr.  Chauve- 
lot, in  1,200  shares  (fully  paid)  of  500  francs  each,  which  were 
deducted  from  the  3,000  shares  which  formed  the  capital  of  the 
company. 

Mr.  Bricard,  who  had  been  appointed  auditor  in  the  first  general 
meeting  of  the  9th  of  March,  1888,  presented  a  report  dated  in  Paris 
the  10th  of  March,  1888,  in  which  he  emits  his  opinion  in  reference  to 
the  valuation  given  to  the  contributions  brought  to  the  company  by 
Messrs.  Miguel  Tejera,  Chauvelot,  and  Th.  Delort. 

The  contribution  of  Messrs.  Tejera  and  Delort  consisted  in  the 
concesisons  granted  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  the  exploita- 
tion of  the  natural  productions  of  the  Territories  of  the  Upper  Ori- 
noco and  Amazonas,  and  for  the  exclusive  purchase  and  sale  of  all  the 
tonca  beans  (sarrapia)  of  the  territory  between  the  Orinoco,  Brazil, 
and  British  Guiana.  In  consideration  of  these  contributions  Messrs. 
Tejera  and  Delort  had  an  interest  of  40  per  cent  and  20  per  cent,  res- 
pectively, on  the  dividends  to  be  distributed. 

The  contribution  of  Mr.  Alfred  Chauvelot  consisted  in  the  following: 

First.  The  plant  belonging  to  him,  and  principally  the  steam 
launches  and  boats  of  other  kind,  the  rolling  stock,  etc.,  in  short,  all 
the  goods  bought  by  him  for  the  intended  exploitation. 

Second.  All  the  works  already  completed,  such  as  houses,  stores, 
offices,  shopS;  etc.,  erected  on  the  different  agencies,  and  the  actual 
organization  of  the  exploitation,  which  included  the  contracts  and 
agreements  with  the  various  agents  and  employees. 

Third.  The  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  company,  including  all  goods 
on  deposit  or  in  transit,  as  well  as  the  ingress  and  egress  necessary  for 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  goods,  or  effects,  etc.,  for  the  upkeep  of  the 
personnel. 

Fourth.  The  agreement  signed  with  several  commercial  agents  for 
the  purchase  and  sale  of  goods  in  Europe  and  America. 
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The  opinion  of  the  auditor  with  reference  to  the  contribution  of  Mr. 
Chauvelot,  in  consideration  of  which  he  was  allotted  1,200  shares  of 
500  francs  each,  is  expressed  in  the  following  words : 

A  sum  of  300,000  francs  without  any  interest  and  without  any  guaranty  was  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  explorers,  and  in  consideration  of  this  loan  and  of  the  penalties  and  priva- 
tions suffered  by  Mr.  Chauvelot  and  his  friends  (who  had  derived  from  this  enterprise  no  bene- 
fit whatever,  either  direct  or  indirect,  and  who  relinquished  in  favor  of  the  company  any 
benefits  accruing  from  the  sale  of  products  exported  up  to. date)  1,200  shares  were 
allotted  to  him.  I  must  add  that  the  expenses  incurred  up  to  date  far  exceed  the  said 
sum  of  300,000  francs,  but  said  expenses  are  already  incurred  and  they  are  repre- 
sented by  the  plant  and  the  work  performed.  These  expenses  had  to  be  made  and  they 
will  be  beneficial  to,  the  company,  who  would  have  been  obliged  to  incur  the  same  after  she 
had  been  constituted.  It  is  therefore  only  right  that  the  company  liquidate  these  supple- 
mentary expenses  at  her  own  risk  and  peril  and  take  them  over. 

The  amount  of  these  expenses,  which  were  represented  by  plant  and 
work  performed,  is  said  far  to  exceed  the  sum  of  300,000  francs  loaned 
by  Mr.  Chauvelot,  but  the  exact  figure  is  not  given.  From  the  exami- 
nation of  the  accounts  presented  by  the  Soci6t6  de  la  Monnaie  it 
appears  that  on  the  10th  of  March,  1888,  when  the  auditor  presented 
his  report,  the  syndicate  of  the  Haut  Or6noque  was  raising  the  sum  of 
491,846  francs,  not  counting  interest  from  the  1st  of  January  of  same 
year ;  that  on  that  date  the  account  was  commenced  with  a  debit  balance 
of  499,523.69  francs;  that  theaccountof  theBanque  des Consignations 
commenced  on  the  1st  of  January,  1890,  with  a  debit,  balance  of 
285,900.70  francs  and  was  increased  with  interest  to  the  31st  of  March, 
1890,  amounting  to  3,849.59  francs,  and  with  31.75  francs,  Mr. 
Brumeaux's  fees  for  a  summons,  and  with  13  francs  for  dispatches  to 
London  and  to  New  York. 

The  foregoing  shows  that  when  the  Compagfiie  G6n6rale  de  FOr^no- 
que  was  constituted  with  a  capital  of  1,500,000  francs,  a  sum  of 
600,000  francs  in  fully  paid  up  shares  was  allotted  to  Mr.  Chauvelot  in 
consideration  of  his  loan  of  300,000  francs,  which  was  represented  in 
plant,  steam  launches,  and  preliminary  work  for  establishing  the 
navigation  of  the  Orinoco,  which  really  constituted  the  working  capital 
of  the  company;  that  this  working  capital  had  really  cost  a  simi  in 
excess  of  the  300,000  francs  loaned  by  Mr.  Chauvelot  and  that  the 
company  undertook  to  liquidate  the  same  and  to  take  it  over  at  her 
own  risk  and  peril;  that  according  to  the  abstract  of  account  of  the 
Soci6t6  de  la  Monnaie,  the  syndicate  was  owing  to  that  society  the  sum 
of  491,486  francs,  which  was  partially  paid  off  during  the  course  of 
that  year  with  bills  of  exchange  and  cash,  and  that  said  account  was 
thus  reduced  on  the  31st  of  December,  1888,  to  the  sum  of  284,673.29 
francs,  inclusive  of  interest  amounting  to  28,427.85  francs.  The  sum 
of  900,000  francs  paid  in  by  the  shareholders,  besides  the  600,000  francs 
allotted  to  Mr.  Chauvelot,  were  absorbed  by  the  Uquidation  of  the 
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debts  of  the  syndicate  and  by  the  requirements  of  the  trading  of  the 
society  in  buying  and  selling  goods,  exporting  products,  employees,  and 
general  expenses;  and  no  evidence  exists  to  show  that  any  part  of  that 
simi  of  money  had  been  invested  as  contracted  by  the  company  in  the 
construction  of  two  railway  lines,  in  the  sending  out  of  a  scientific  com- 
mission for  the  study  of  the  natural  products  and  minerals  existing  in 
the  territories,  nor  in  the  introduction  of  immigrants,  or  the  building  of 
chapels  and  schools  in  every  village  that  the  company  was  bound  to 
found,  nor  in  the  construction  of  barracks,  nor  the  introduction  of  I 

Catholic  missionaries,  nor  in  the  hospitals  and  drug  shops  for  the 
attendance  of  natives  and  immigrants,  nor  in  colonizing  the  tonca- 
bean  territories,  nor  in  establishing  navigation  in  the  principal  affluents 
of  the  Orinoco. 

This  sum  of  900,000  francs,  paid  into  the  treasury'-  of  the  company, 
as  well  as  the  sum  of  1,241,000  francs,  which  she  was  owing  to  several  j 

parties  two  years  after  starting  her  operations,  after  having  exhausted 
her  credit  and  being  unable  to  proceed,  appear  to  have  been  all  spent 
without  any  other  apparent  result  than  the  exportation  diwing  the 
same  lapse  of  time  of  73,992.20  kilograms  of  rubber  and  44,569.70 
kilograms  of  tonca  beans,  according  to  the  official  figures  mentioned  - 
in  page  68  of  the  memorial  of  the  liquidators. 

The  explanation  of  the  result  of  the  commercial  operations  of  the 
company  is  furnished  by  the  very  figures  taken  from  her  books  and  | 

reproduced  in  the  memorial  so  often  quoted.  (See  p.  66.)  This 
demonstration  or  abstract  is  headed  thus: 

General  account  of  expenses  of  the  Compagnie  G^^rale  de  TOr^oque,  from  the  original  I 

syndicate,  September,  1886,  to  the  14th  of  October   1891  (on  which  day  judgment  was  I 

passed  by  the  high  Federal  court),  after  deducting  the  moneys  received  for  sale  of  products  j 

by  the  company.  i 

.  Items  referring  to  expenses: 

Expenses  of  first  establishment,  viz: 

Francs. 

Expenses  of  syndicate 290, 995. 88 

Cindad  Bolivar: 

Expenses  of  cuiministration,  agencies ,  employees ,  navigation  expenses ,  trav- 
eling expenses  J  etc 487, 263. 09 

Furniture  and  naval  stores,  shop  and  transport  stores,  sawmillf  utensils, 

etc 425,040.66 

Atures  and  Maipures: 

WorTe  on  boats  and  transportation  of  same  &ve.r  the  rapids,  mounting,  re- 
mounting, repairing  and  maintaining  same,  railroad  for  the  carrying 
over  of  the  boats.  Surveys  of  both  banks  of  the  river  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  final  line,  roads,  bridges,  rafts,  buildings,  etc 629, 080. 37 

Pimta  Brava: 

Expenses  of  agency  and  of  installation,  harbor,  road,  and  other  work 1 17, 708. 0 1 

San  Fernando  and  San  Cdrlos: 

Expenses  of  agency  and  installation,  buildings,  watch  posts,  etc 360,  521.  80 

Cattle  ranch  on  the  Vichada. .   62,708.08 

S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 18 
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Paris: 

General  expenses  of  administrcUiimf  board  qf  directors,  employees ,  traveling  Franw. 

expenses^  etc 118, 628. 19 

Stamps  and  registration • 6, 821. 80 

Total 2,498,767.88 

Considering  the  amounts  of  these  items  and  all  that  is  revealed  by 
them,  and  taking  into  account  the  capital  with  which  the  company  was 
founded  and  the  colossal  magnitude  of  the  enterprise  it  entered  upon 
unaware  of  the  difficulties  of  same,  as  has  been  repeatedly  acknowledged 
by  her  principal  directors,  it  must  be  admitted  that  what  happened 
was  only  natural  and  inevitable,  viz:  That  the  company  exhausted 
its  credit;  that  it  was  unable  to  proceed  with  its  operations  or  to 
comply  with  its  engagements  and  to  pay  its  debts;  that  the  general 
meeting  of  shareholders  of  the  30th  of  May,  1890,  resolved  to  dissolve 
and  wind  up  the  company  before  they  had  any  knowledge  of  the  action 
suit  entered  by  the  representative  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela, 
and,  lastly,  its  attempts,  twice  baffled,  to  convert  itself,  first,  into  an 
English  company  with  the  name  of  *'The  Orinoco  Exploration  and 
Trading  Company,"  and  later  on  into  a  Belgian  limited  company 
under  the  name  of  ^'Compagnie  Internationale  des  Caoutchoucs," 
both  attempts  having  been  made  with  the  object  of  obtaining  an 
increase  of  cash  capital  to  pay  off  debts  and  proceed  with  the  business. 

The  declarations  of  several  parties  who  had  held  important  posts  in 
the  employ  of  the  company  can  be  made  good  as  further  evidence  of 
the  real  situation  of  the  company  in  May,  1890,  which,  being  in  want  of 
funds  and  having  totally  exhausted  its  credit  in  Paris,  was  unable  to 
comply  with  its  engagement  toward  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and 
to  continue  the  exploitation  of  the  concessions  transferred  to  it  by 
Messrs.  Tejera  and  Delort,  by  reason  of  which  the  general  meeting  of 
shareholders  resolved  on  the  dissolution  and  winding  up  of  same. 
These  declarations  are:  First,  the  declaration  made  before  the.  judge 
of  first  instance  of  San  Fernando  de  Apure  by  Mr.  Enrique  Ligeron, 
submanager  of  the  company  in  the  Upper  Orinoco,  which  declaration 
is  a  part  of  the  evidence  procured  and  presented  by  the  representative 
of  the  company  before  the  high  Federal  court  in  the  action  entered  by 
the  fiscal  de  la  hacienda  ptiblica  (financial  representative  of  the  Gov- 
ernment) ;  and,  second,  the  report  presented  by  the  liquidators  of  the 
company  to  the  meeting  of  shareholders  held  in  Paris  on  the  27th  of 
December,  1890,  as  well  as  the  minutes  of  said  general  meeting. 

Mr.  Enrique  Ligeron^s  declaration  of  the  13th  of  November,  1890, 
before  the  said  judge  is  as  follows: 

I  was  submanager  of  the  company  in  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  more  than  four  years, 
hence  when  I  went  to  that  place  the  steam  launches  which  the  company  had  taken  there  for 
navigating  the  river  above  the  rapids  had  been  carried  above  these  rapids.  These  steam 
launches  had  been  transported  on  rails  provisionally  laid,  and  when  I  arrived  there  no  railway 
line  existed  and  the  rails  had  been  scattered  in  different  parts.    In  the  present  condition  of 
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the  river  above  the  rapids  tio  ateamhoai  can  navigate  on  those  waters^  as  the  ohstaden  offered 
6y  the  rapids  are  insurmouniahle.  The  more  convenient  way  of  covering  that  space  vxmld 
he  the  construction  of  railway  lines  over  ground,  which  offers  tio  great  difficulties,  the  most 
difficult  part  of  which  being  the  construction  cf  bridges  on  the  affluents  cfths  Orinoco,  which 
run  across  these  lands.  It  is  evident  to  me  that  the  company  made  all  efforts  in  order  to 
comply  w^ith  the  engagements*of  its  concessions,  hut  in  my  opinion  it  could  not  do  more 
than  what  it  performed,  owing  to  the  insufficiency  of  its  capital  for  carrying  out  the  different 
enterprises  of  its  contract. 

The  abstract  of  the  minutes  of  the  general  meeting  of  shareholders 
of  the  29th  of  December,  1890,  contains  the  following: 

The  meeting  having  been  regularly  constituted,  the  liquidators  read  the  following  report: 
"■  Tn  our  meeting  of  the  23d  of  June  last  you  were  acquainted  with  the  agreement  signed  with 
the  Gold  Tnist  and  Investment  Company  for  converting  the  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  I'Or^ 
nofjuo  into  an  English  company  called  'Orinoco  Exploration  and  Trading  Company.'  This 
agreement  having  been  approved  by  the  general  meeting,  the  dissolution  and  vnnding  up  of 
the  company  was  resolved  and  I  had  the  honor  to  be  appointed  liquidator." 

The  agreement  with  the  Gold  Trust  having  been  definitely  sanctioned  by  the  shareholders, 
the  new  company  was  formed  and  registered  in  England;  but  political  differences  having  in 
the  meantime  arisen  between  England  and  Venezuela,  this  last  power  has  absolutely  refused 
to  acknowledge  the  new  company  and  to  transfer  to  same  the  rights  and  concessions  of  the 
French  company.  It  was  but  very  late  that  I  was  made  acquainted  with  the  caiLses  which 
were  opposed  to  the  forination  of  the  English  company,  and  this  delay  was  the  cause  of  my 
losing  very  valuable  time;  but  the  moment  I  knew  of  these  causes  I  took  steps  conducive  to 
a  result  which  might  save  our  company.  I  have  appealed  for  assistance  to  the  former  direc- 
tor of  the  company  who  are  now  negotiating  with  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and  have 
looked  toward  another  solution  cfthe  problem,  which  is  the  only  means  of  insuring  the  future 
of  the  company,  n"i,  the  reconstruction  of  the  present  company  with  an  increase  of  fresh  cajntal 
in  cash.  These  gentlemen  will  now  submit  their  views  to  you  and  will  bring  to  your  knowl- 
wlge  the  result  of  their  negotiations. 

Tlie  chairman  then  said  that  owing  to  the  facts  which  had  just  been  mentioned  by  the 
liquidator  the  board  of  directors  had  sent  to  Caracas  Mr.  Berthier,  who  had  been  a  former 
a:ent  of  the  company,  with  the  following  mission:  to  obtain  from  the  Government  the  revision 
of  the  old  concessions,  which  evidently  contained,  clauses  which  were  embarrassing  to  the  Govemr 
ment  as  well  as  to  the  company.  Mr.  Berthier  was,  besides,  to  make  sure  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  make  no  difficulties /^r  the  transfer  to  a  new  company  (provided  this  be  not  an 
English  company)  cf  all  the  rights  and  concessions  accruing  from  the  new  contract.  The 
double  purpose  of  Mr.  Berthier's  mission  has  been  obtained,  the  terms  of  the  new  contra<;t 
proposed  have  been  accepted,  and  one  of  its  clauses  will  allow  the  transfer  to  a  new  company. 
The  new  co:npany  will  Ix?  French-Belgian,  formed  with  the  assistance  of  a  powerful  Belgian 
group. 

The  chairman  then  read  the  draft  of  the  Articles  of  Association  of  the  French-Belgian 
Company  in  formation. 

The  Compagnie  G^n^rale  de  TOr^noque  having  ceased  to  exist  in 
May,  1890,  by  virtue  of  the  dissolution  voted  by  the  shareholders,  the 
administrators  had  no  longer  power  to  transact  any  business,  and  the 
authority  of  the  liquidators  was  reduced  to  the  collection  of  moneys 
owing  to  the  company,  to  wipe  off  former  debts  and  liabilities,  and  to 
conclude  whatever  operations  were  pending  at  the  time  of  the  dissolu- 
tion. The  liquidators  had  also  to  appear  in  court  in  whatever  actions 
existed  against  the  company,  as  the  limited  company  called  ^'Com- 
pagnie Generale  de  TOrenoque"  had  ceased  to  exist  by  virtue  of  her 
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dissolution,  and  there  had  likewise  ceased  to  exist,  from  the  moment 
that  the  liquidators  had  been  appointed,  all  the  powers  and  authority 
of  the  board  of  directors,  as  well  as  all  the  powers  that  might  have 
been  conferred  by  said  directors. 

From  the  minute  examination  of  all  the  papers  and  documents 
referring  to  this  matter,  made  by  the  Venezuelan  commissioner  it  is 
evident  that  at  no  time  whatever  was  the  knowledge  of  the  dissolution 
and  liquidation  of  the  Compagnie  G6n^rale  de  FOr^noque  conveyed  to 
the  high  Federal  court,  and  that  the  liquidators  never  took  any  steps 
for  the  purpose  of  being  represented  in  the  action,  neither  at  the  time 
when  the  suit  entered  by  the  representative  of  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  was  to  be  answered  (on  the  22d  July,  1890),  nor  on  the  7th 
of  August,  1890,  when  Mr.  Fiat  entered  his  petition  for  the  collection 
of  evidence,  nor  in  any  other  circumstance  whatever  during  the  whole 
course  of  the  process.  It  is  likewise  evident  from  said  examination 
that  the  dissolution  of  the  company  was  never  officially  conamunicated 
to  the  Govemmeilt  of  Venezuela,  and  it  is  natural  to  infer  that  the 
cause  of  this  omission  was  to  keep  this  fact  from  the  knowledge  of  the 
Venezuelan  authorities,  a  fact  which  in  itself  was  sufficient  for  the 
complete  success  of  the  action  entered  by  the  representative  of  Vene- 
zuela in  the  high  court  for  the  rescission  of  the  contracts  upon  which 
the  company  was  formed,  since  the  dissolution  and  liquidation  of  the 
company  frustrated  the  object  to  be  obtained  by  the  working  of  the 
concessions  granted  and  made  it  materially  impossible  for  the  con- 
cessionaries to  comply  with  their  obligations,  which  was  the  legal 
basis  of  the  suit. 

It  is  equally  evident  from  the  avowals  of  the  liquidators,  in  their 
memorial  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  and  Mr.  Alfred 
de  Berthier's  correspondence  annexed  to  same,  that  Mr.  Fiat,  who  had 
been  representing  the  company  before  the  court  up  to  the  11th  of 
October,  1890,  had  sent  his  resignation  to  Paris,  and  that  Mr.  Bemab^ 
Planas  was  then  appointed  as  attorney,  but  tliis  gentleman  having 
declined  the  appointment,  it  was  decided,  on  the  advise  of  Mr.  Delort, 
to  send  out  a  special  agent.  Mr.  Berthier  was  appointed  for  this  mis- 
sion, as  he  was  acquainted  with  all  the  details  of  the  matter.  Mr. 
Berthier,  who  was  at  the  time  in  Martinique,  was  notified  to  proceed 
to  Caracas,  where  he  arrived  on  the  25th  of  October,  1890.  (Page  47 
of  the  memorial.)  Mr.  Berthier  remained  in  Caracas  from  the  end  of 
October,  1890,  to  the  month  of  July,  1901,  and  the  action  taken  by 
him  tended  solely  to  the  obtaining  of  an  extra  judicial  understanding 
with  the  fiscal  de  hacienda  (the  representative  of  the  Government)  in 
the  suit  pending  before  the  high  Federal  court — 

in  order  t')  put  a  si^  to  the  process  ai\d  the  reliriquishment  on  the  part  of  the  Oovernment  to 
demand  an  indemnity,  and  the  company,  on  the  other  hand,  to  renounce  to  its  concession, 
in  place  of  which  another  would  be  granted  which  would  be  immediately  transferred  to  the 
new  company. 
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Mr.  Berthier,  in  a  letter  dated  the  16th  of  December,  transmits  to 
Count  de  Ker  Daniel,  the  liquidator  bf  the  company,  the  following: 

I  am  not  yet  sure  of  this  result,  which  has  not  so  far  been  agreed  to,  but  it  is  useless  to 
deceive  ourselves  on  it,  as  after  all  it  does  not  amount  to  much.  What  we  vxmld  really  gain  is 
the  cessation  of  the  action  entered  against  us.  All  else  is  a  chimera  (leurre).  I  do  not, 
however,  believe  that  I  can  obtain  anything  better,  aiid  I  consider  it  lucky  if  we  obtain  this. 

According  to  the  scheme  proposed  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
for  a  new  contract — 

the  company  was  to  relinquish  her  former  concessions  and  the  Government  was  to  desist  from 
the  action  entered  before  the  high  court,  each  party  to  pay  their  own  costs,  and  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  grant  to  the  company  for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years  the  exclusive  right  for 
steam  navigation  on  the  waterways  of  the  Federal  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazouas, 
and  on  the  rivers  Caura  and  Cuchivero,  during  which  period  the  Government  would  not 
grant  a  similar  concession  to  any  other  party  or  company. 

The  steamers  of  the  company  were  to  navigate  under  the  Venezue- 
lan flag.     (Annexed  document  No.  92.) 

It  is  to  be  observed  that  this  scheme  commences  in  this  way: 

The  Oompagnie  G^n^ale  de  TOr^noque,  represented  by  her  legal  attorney,  as  per  an- 
nexed power,  which  will  be  certified. 

No  mention  whatever  is  made  that  the  company  was  in  liquidation, 
and  all  along  this  document  she  is  simply  called  the  ''Compagnie 
G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque.'' 

Article  10  of  this  scheme  is  worded  thus: 

This  contract  can  be  transferred  to  any  other  party  or  company  with  the  previous  consent 
of  the  Federal  Government,  without  which  formality  the  transfer  can  not  be  effected;  how- 
ever, as  an  exception  this  contract  can  be  transferred  in  part  or  in  whole  to  the  Belgian 
company  called  ''Oompagnie  Internationale  des  Caoutchoucs  et  Produits  Naturels  au  Bassin 
de  rOr^noque." 

According  to  article  3  of  said  scheme  the  company  had  the  right  to 
construct  within  the  territories  mentioned  the  railway  and  telegraph 
lines  which  it  might  think  convenient. 

Mr.  Berthier  went  on  with  his  extra  judicial  negotiations  until  May, 
1891.  On  the  17th  of  the  same  month  this  gentleman  (as  confirmed 
by  his  letter  of  28th  of  May  to  the  liquidators)  transmitted  to  the  said 
liquidators  the  following  cablegram: 

Contract  accepted  on  best  terms,  navigation  included;  no  special  commission.  I  await 
instructions  to  proceed.  Don't  you  wait  longer,  as  time  is  very  limited.  If  you  can  not 
remit  one  hundred  thousand,  send  by  cable  whatever  you  can  with  authority  to  draw  on 
you  for  the  balance. 

He  again  telegraphed  on  the  22d  of  May  as  follows: 

On  receipt  of  my  letter  of  the  7th  of  May  (which  has  not  been  presented),  reply  by  cable. 
The  tenth  word  of  my  telegram  should  have  been  "pullcinetto"  (£600,000).  Give  your 
approval  to  contract,  which  comprises  the  free  navigation.  I  have  sent  you  a  copy.  I  will 
not  weary  of  pressing  you,  as  there  is  no  time  to  be  lost. 
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Again,  a  third  cablegram  of  the  25th  of  May  reads  thus: 

As  you  have  not  telegraphed  to  me,  the  negotiation  has  collapsed.  It  is  useless  to  pro- 
ceed, there  being  no  probability  of  doing  any  business  for  some  time.  I  am  unable  to  do 
anything  for  the  present.  I  will  leave  on  the  6th  June.  I  can  not  remain  here  any  longer. 
Congress  dissolves  shortly. 

Mr.  Berthier^s  letter  continues  in  this  way: 

I  have  received  your  last  telegram  one  day  after  I  had  transmitted  to  you  mine  of  the  25th. 
This  is  equivalent  to  telling  you  that  said  tdetfram  arrived  too  late.  I  therefore  confirm  the 
contents  of  said  telegram,  but  I  shall,  however,  await  for  the  arrival  of  Doctor  Morisse,  as 
per  your  advice. 

I  considered,  by  the  content,s  of  the  letters  you  have  written  to  me,  that  you  wore  in  a 
position  to  reply  immediately  on  receipt  of  my  first  t4?legram.  The  deciphering  you  made 
of  same  was  nearly  correct,  and  it  .should  have  given  you  to  understand  the  danger  incum>d 
by  waiting.  In  truth  I  was  careful  to  tell  you  that  the  Government  maintained  the  nullity 
of  the  former  contract  to  be  replaced  by  a  new  one.  You  ought  to  have  known,  in  conse- 
quence, that  this  entirely  new  decision  required  a  certain  time  and  that  by  means  of  the  rail- 
road we  evaded  the  trouble  of  having  to  wait  for  Congress.  I  am  stiU  going  to  make  a  last 
attempt  in  onkr  to  prevent  that  the  new  company  he  anmdled  in  cxmsequencc  of  the  nonfulfU- 
ment  of  the  contracts  by  the  old  company.  Tliere  will  lx»  an  extraordinary  session  of  Congress 
which  lasts  for  some  weeks.  I  will  try  to  obtain  a  solution  of  the  proce^,  whichever  it  may 
be.  *  *  *  If  I  fail  in  my  last  attempt,  there  will  be  no  other  way  but  to  lodge  a  claim 
against  the  Government.  It  follows,  of  course,  that  a  counteraction  (cross  demand)  may  be 
entered.  Two  facts  have  now  taken  place  on  the  Orinoco  which  will  give  us  considerable 
power  later  on.  The  first  is  that  the  .steamer  Meta  was  put  out  of  service  without  any  cause 
by  order  of  the  governor  of  the  territory,  an  action  which  constitutes  an  outrage  against 
private  property.  The  second  is  an  armed  aggression  against  the  steamer  El  Lihertad,  which 
was  nearly  captured.  All  this  may  serve  as  a  basis /or  demandin(f  a  large  indemnity,  hut 
when  would  such  a  cause  come  to  an  issue?  Before  I  leave  I  will  st^ttle  this  matter  so  as  to 
give  to  my  successor  the  starting  point  for  a.  claim .  It  would  likewise  be  the  official  verification 
of  those  deeds  which  may  be  considered  as  worthy  of  a  savage  country.  Kepuming  what 
precedes  I  am  going  to  try  to  obtain  a  solution  which  will  countenance  the  existence  {In  raison 
d'itre)  of  the  new  company.  In  case  I  fail,  1  shall  make  preparations  for  obtaining  the  required 
matter  (elements)  for  the  process  which  we  must  necessarily  enter  into.  I  will  associate 
with  Maiz,  by  private  agreement,  for  obtaining  the  concession  on  the  rapids  and  sell  out  the 
same.  In  this  way  we  shall  keep  our  hands  on  tJi^  busijiess.  I  will  cohrlude  by  saying  that  I 
rely  on  the  sincerity  of  the  promises  made  to  me  and  that  the  political  situation  has  been  the 
onh'^  cause  of  our  failure.  It  is  probable  that  a  satisfactory  result  may  Ix*  obfained,  pro- 
vided you  can  wait  and  spend  some  money  at  the  proper  moment:  but  as  I  can  see  no  issue 
for  the  present,  and  I  must  necessarily  return  to  France,  I  request  you  to  relieve  me  r»x>m 
this  post. 

In  p  crc  49  of  the  memorial  addressed  to  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  ot  Fr.  nee  the  liquidators  express  themselves  as  follows: 

When  Mr.  Berthier  saw  that  he  could  obtain  nothing,  he  looked  to  a  solution  of  the  matter 
by  means  of  contract  for  a  railroad  on  the  right  bank;  but  we  did  not  understand  his  cable- 
gram, and  this  solution,  on  the  other  hand,  was  not  acceptable.  In  short,  Mr.  Berthier  had 
proved  very  expensive  and  had  achieved  no  sort  of  success.  But  what  was  more  grave  than 
all  this  is  that,  on  his  advice,  the  Belgian  company  called  "Compagnie  Internationale  des 
Caoutchoucjijet  Produits  Naturels  du  Bassin  de  I'Or^noque  "  had  l^en  constituted  at  Brussels 
in  May  in  order  to  transfer  to  the  same  the  new  contract  (article  10  of  the  final  scheme). 
What  was  now  to  become  of  that  company  i 
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The  immediate  consequence  of  Mr.  Berthier's  return  to  Paris  was 
that  the  liquidators  left  the  company  without  any  attorney  to  repre- 
resent  it  in  the  suit  before  the  high  Federal  court,  there  being  no 
document  in  existence  to  prove  that  the  lit[uidators  took  the  necessary 
steps  for  their  representation  at  Caracas  after  Mr.  Berthier  had  left. 

From  the  examination  of  all  the  documents  presented  it  appears 
likewise  that  the  company  had  no  oflScial  representative  in  the  ter- 
ritories of  upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  and  that  it  limited  its  action 
there  to  entrusting  to  four  employees  (two  in  San  Fernando  and  two 
in  San  C&rlos)  the  collection  of  moneys  owing  to  it  and  to  keep  an 
employee  at  Atures  and  another  one  at  Maipures. 

More  or  less  than  three  years  after  the  company  had  been  put  into 
liquidation,  and  owing  to  the  abandonment  or  desertion  in  which  the 
company  had  left  all  its  goods  and  chattels,which  consisted  of  personal 
property,  some  goods,  effects,  and  a  few  buildings  made  of  earth,  tim- 
ber, and  iron  roofing,  and  which  were  scattered  in  different  places  on 
the  banks  of  the  Orinoco,  the  governor  of  the  territory  Upper  Orinoco 
issued  a  decree  laying  an  embargo  on  all  these  goods  and  chattels 
(under  date  of  8th  of  March,  1893),  giving  notice  to  the  national 
executive  of  this  decree  and  remitting  the  inventory  of  said  goods  to 
the  representative  of  the  company  at  Caracas  for  his  knowledge  and 
purposes. 

The  allegation  set  forth  that  the  governor  of  the  Upper  Orinoco 
had  no  authority  to  carry  into  execution  the  sentence  of  the  high 
Federal  court  without  an  order  to  the  effect  from  said  court  does  not 
imply  that  this  governor  had  no  authority  to  decree  the  inventory  of 
the  goods  and  chattels  of  the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  TOrfinoque  in 
liquidation,  which  were  entirely  abandoned  and  were  suffering  con- 
siderable damage,  owing  to  the  special  condition  of  same  and  to  the 
wide  expanse  of  territory  over  which  they  were  scattered. 

From  the  evidence  of  document  No.  2  of  the  records  in  the  archives 
of  the  high  Federal  court  and  from  the  memorial  addressed  on  the  3d 
of  November,  1896,  by  the  liquidators  of  the  company  to  the  minister 
of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  it  is  proved  that  the  acts  of  the  governor 
of  the  aforesaid  territory  were  limited  to  the  following :  To  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  persons  that  were  to  make  the  inventory  at  Maipures  and 
San  Fernando  de  Atabapo,  for  which  purpose  the  chief  civil  official 
was  commissioned,  as  well  as  for  acting  as  receiver,  there  being  no 
legal  representative  of  the  company  to  deal  with;  to  issue  instruc- 
tions to  the  same  official,  under  date  of  8th  of  May  of  same  year,  for 
the  preservation  of  the  real  and  personal  property,  for  the  caretaking 
of  the  machinery,  hulks,  tools,  and  other  effects,  and  for  the  tending 
and  care  of  the  cattle  and  stock;  to  issue  a  decree  appointing  citizens 
Juli&n  Franklin,  Julito  Rivero,  Sergio  Lira,  and  Pablo  Sanchez  to 


'280  COMPANY    GENEBAIi   OB^   THE   ORINOCO   0A8E. 

take  charge  of  all  the  stock  and  cattle  that  were  under  the  care  of 

'  Braulio  Valiente. 

"^  It  is  therein  stated  that  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Dalton  &  Co.  had  pre- 
sented a  petition  or  memorial  requesting  the  payment  of  expenses 

•  and  salaries  which  they  had  incurred  on  behalf  of  the  Orinoco  com- 
pany.    Messrs.  Dalton  &  Co.  say  in  said  memorial: 

During  our  commerciaJ  relations  with  the  company  of  the  upper  Orinoco  and  Amazons  we 
"  have,  during  more  than  one  year,  paid  all  expenses  of  the  caretaking  and  preservation  of  the 
^  property  of  the  company,  including  expenses  caused  by  Mr.  Marcelo  Chiarelli.  Without  oar 
.  intervention  and  without  the  interest  which  we  took  in  the  matter  the  property  (rfcresaid 

vxmld  have  been  completely  ruined,  as  it  had  been  notoriously  left  in  abandonment,  owing  to  the 

difficulties  which  the  company  experienced  latterly. 

Messrs.   Dalton  concluded  by  requesting  the  payment   of  4,000 

.  francs,  as  per  account,  which  they  annex. 

Pages  8  and  10  of  the  aforesaid  document  No.  2  contains  the  inven- 
tory of  the  property  of  the  company  at  Perico,  consisting  of  1  house 
roofed  with  iron,  several  tools  and  pieces  of  furniture,  6  mules,  1 

.  horse  (all  in  bad  condition),  and  1  donkey;  page  11  contains  the  receipt 
of  Braulio  Valiente  for  the  cattle  of  the  company  at  Santa  Catalina, 
which  consisted  of  23  cows,  26  calves,  1  horse,  1  mule,  and  1  donkey. 
Page  the  12th  contains  a  declaration  from  the  same  Valiente,  in  which 
he  states  the  following:  That  besides  these  animals  he  had  delivered 
the  following  during  the  revolution:  To  Santiago  Hidalgo  20  head, 
to  Mr.  Horacio  Luzard  3  oxen,  and  to  Mr.  Pedro  Quifiones  2  head, 
making  a  total  of  25  head  in  all;  that  he  has  in  his  possession  3  head 
belonging  to  Mr.  Julidn  Rivero,  3  cows  and  2  calves  belonging  to  Mr. 
Sergio  Lira,  12  head  belonging  to  Mr.  Juan  Figarella  and  1  more  head 
belonging  to  Mr.  Boulissiere;  that  7  bullocks  have  died  and  1  has 
gone  astray;  that  2  bullocks  were  slaughtered  by  Gen.  Venancio 
Pulgar,  jr.,  and  2  by  Greneral  Anselmo,  governor  of  the  Upper  Orinoco; 
that  Mr.  Juan  Figarella  sold  5  cows  at  $25  each,  5  bullocks  at  $30 
each,  1  lean  bullock  for  $25,  1  calf  for  $8,  and  1  bullock  to  Mr.  Boulis- 
sidre  for  $41;  that  the  cattle  belonging  to  Julifin  Rivero  and  Sergio 
Lira  were  delivered  to  them  by  order  of  Mr.  Chiarelli,  liquidator  of  the 
company. 

Page  13  contains  another  declaration  of  the  same  Valiente  to  the 
effect  that  the  house  of  Messrs.  Dalton  &  Co.  was  owing  him  salaries 
as  caretaker  of  the  cattle  of  the  company  to  the  amount  of  $333.75, 
$30  for  a  hut  and  corral  built  by  him,  and  $31  for  payment  to  laborers, 
making  in  all  a  total  of  $396.75. 

Page  16  contains  the  declaration  of  the  French  citizen  G.  Aubey, 
as  follows : 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  receive  the  property  of  the  company  in  San  Fernando  de 

'  Atabapo  in  order  to  become  their  agent  in  that  place?    Reply.  The  agent  of  the  company 

in  that  place  was  the  French  citizen  Mr.  Eduardo  Marie,  but  he  had  been  obliged  to  leave  on 

important  business  and  he  had  conmiissioned  to  put  me  in  charge  the  Belgian  subject, 
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Eugenio  Halveich,  from  whom  I  received  all  the  property  under  inventory,  Mr.  Ramdn 
Orosco  being  present  and  signing  the  same  as  witness 

Question.  To  whom  does  the  house  caUed  "CasaAmarilla"  belong?  Reply.  The  house 
belongs  to  me  conditionally.  I  will  explain  this  to  you.  The  liquidator  of  the  company, 
called  Mr.  Roux,  who  resided  in  Paris,  wrote  to  me  in  August,  1891,  to  say  "that  I  was  to 
consider  all  the  bonas  (promissory  notes)  which  I  held  from  the  company  as  hard  cash."  I 
then  took  the  house  in  guarantee  with  the  intention  of  turning  over  the  same  to  the  company 
in  case  she  might  need  it,  and  provided  I  was  paid  the  sum  of  6,002  francs,  which  the  com- 
pany was  owing  me. 

Question.  What  goods  are  there  now  in  the  Casa  Amarilla?  Reply.  There  are  some 
pieces  of  furniture  and  some  goods. 

Pages  18,  19,  and  20  contain  the  declaration  of  Juan  Figarella,  a 
French  citizen  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Chiarelli,  who  had  been  intrusted 
with  the  liquidation  of  the  property  of  the  company  by  Mr.  Edmundo 
Knots.  This  declaration  is  in  every  way  identical  to  that  of  Braulio 
Valiente  with  reference  to  the  cattle. 

Pages  21,  22,  23,  and  24  contain  the  inventory  of  the  goods  in  the 
Casa  Amarilla,  which  was  an  erection  in  pretty  good  condition,  built 
of  earth  with  a  thatch  roof.  These  goods  consisted  of  woven  stuffs, 
haberdashery,  and  ironmongery,  and  the  inventory  of  same  was  made 
in  the  presence  of  G.  Aubey,  Pedro  Nicco,  R.  Orosco,  and  Nieves 
Arrabache. 

Page  26  contains  the  declaration  of  Horacio  Luzard,  similar  to  that 
of  Braulio  Valiente,  in  what  refers  to  the  number  of  cattle. 

Page  29  contains  a  receipt  from  Luis  A.  Ortega  in  favor  of  Gen. 
Juan  Anselmo,  governor  of  the  Territory,  for  the  amount  of  $131.43 
on  account  of  work  as  caretaker  of  the  property  of  the  company. 

Page  30  contains  a  receipt  from  Braulio  Valiente  for  $108.63  in 
favor  of  same  governor  for  salaries  as  caretaker  of  the  cattle  of  the 
company. 

Page  31  contains  a  petition  addressed  to  the  judge  by  the  aforesaid 
governor,  requesting  the  payment  of  expenses  incurred  in  taking  the 
inventory  of  the  property  of  the  company,  as  per  vouchers,  of  Luis  A. 
Ortega  and  Braulio  Valiente  for  the  sum  of  959.24  bolivars  and 
requesting  that  orders  be  issued  for  the  sale  of  part  of  the  property  to 
cover  said  expenses.  Then  follows  the  record  of  the  sale  of  the  goods 
of  the  Casa  Amarilla,  as  per  inventory  of  12th  of  April  last,  eilected  in 
public  auction  on  the  22d  of  May,  at  which  sale  bids  were  made  by  the 
Vinciquina  for  360  bolivars,  by  Nieves  Arrabache  for  400  bolivars,  by 
Ram6n  Orosco  for  800  bolivars,  and  by  Juan  Anselmo  for  900  bolivars; 
and  no  higher  bid  being  obtainable  the  goods  were  allotted  to  Gen. 
Juan  Anselmo. 

It  is,  therefore,  inaccurate,  as  asserted  in  the  aforesaid  memorial, 
that  the  governor,  Juan  Anselmo,  had  declared,  on  his  own  authority, 
that  he  had  a  right  to  an  indemnity  in  consideration  of  his  labors,  nor 
that  all  the  property  of  ike  Compagnie  Generale  de  VOrenoque  was  sold 
and  adjudged  to  Gov.  Juan  Ansehno  for  the  sum  of  900  bolivars. 
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In  appreciating  the  true  and  real  situation  in  which  the  property  of 
the  Compagnie  G6n6rale  de  rOr6noque  had  been  left  after  and  by 
virtue  of  the  dissolution  of  the  company,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
abandon  in  which  the  said  property  appears  to  have  remained  for 
years  exposed  to  the  inclemency  of  the  weather  in  localities  the  natural 
conditions  of  which  cause  very  serious  damage  to  buildings,  goods, 
utensils,  tools,  steamboats,  and  others,  it  is  the  conviction  of  the 
Venezuelan  arbitrator  that  all  this  property  did  not  represent  at  the 
end  of  the  period  elapsed  a  value  suflScient  to  cover  the  sum  of  40,048.62 
francs,  which  the  company  had  been  condemned  to  pay  for  damages  b}^ 
the  sentence  of  the  high  Federal  court,  and  the  further  sum  which 
the  company  was  likewise  to  pay  to  the  Government  for  costs  of  the 
suit,  which  have  not  as  yet  been  liquidated. 

By  virtue  of  this  and  of  the  reasons  set  forth  in  this  opinion  the 
Venezuelan  arbitrator  considers  that  the  claim  lodged  by  the  liquida- 
tors of  the  company  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  the 
amount  of  7,616,098.62  francs  is  totally  devoid  of  basis  and  disallows 
it  absolutely. 

NoRTHFiELD,  February  9,  1906. 

Note  by  the  Venezuelan  Commissioner. 

The  foregoing  is  a  faithful  translation  of  my  opinion  rendered  at  Caracas  in  session  of 
the  Venezuelan-French  Commission  of  May  5,  1903,  as  it  appears  from  the  report  called 
"  Comisi6n  Mixta  Venezolana-Francesa,  protocolo  de  19  de  Febrero  de  1902.  DicULmenes 
del  Arbitro  Venezolauo." 
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The  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  claims  on  the  date  of  July  10, 
1902,  a  sum  of  7,616,090.62  bolivars,  which  is  made  up  as  follows: 

One  million  five  hundred  thousand  bolivars  for  its  capital, 
1,701,680.17  bolivars  for  the  debts  contracted  in  view  of  the  service  of 
the  concession,  2,414,410.45  bolivars  for  interest  at  6  per  cent  on  these 
two  sums  for  twelve  years,  and  finally  2,000,000  bolivars  for  the 
eventual  profits  which  it  has  lost.  After  having  examined  the  dossier 
and  studied  the  memoir  presented  by  Doctor  Patil,  I  have  judged  that 
the  Venezuelan  Government  ought  to  pay  to  the  company  an  indem- 
nity of  7,000,000  bolivars.  In  failing  in  the  obligations  which  it  had 
assumed,  in  deceiving  the  company  by  its  dissimulation  which  changed 
the  substance  of  its  agreements,  and  in  interfering  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  coiv^ession  by  its  vexations  and  abuses  of  power  the 
Venezuelan  State  has  brought  about  the  ruin  of  the  company.  Its 
responsibility  is  then  involved,  in  my  opinion,  to  the  amount  of  sums 
disbursed  by  the  company.  These  sums  including  the  capital,  the 
debts,  and  obligations  contracted  for  the  service,  and  the  interest, 
amount  to  a  total  of  5,616,098.62  bolivars. 
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To  arrive  at  this  amount  the  company  has  reckoned  the  interest  at 
the  rate  of  6  per  cent.  While  this  rate  may  be  moderate  considering 
the  nature  of  the  enterprise  and  the  value  of  money  in  Venezuela,  a 
rate  of  3  per  cent  must  be  allowed  in  the  calculation  of  interest  to  be 
granted  to  the  capital.  In  fact  my  colleague  and  myself  have  agreed 
that  interest  given  by  the  commission  should  be  calculated  at  a  rate  of 
3  per  cent,  this  rate  being  fixed  by  the  Venezuelan  code  as  a  legal 
rate  the  contract  being  silent,  and  being  accepted  for  the  already 
existing  French  diplomatic  debt. 

There  is  then  reason  to  diminish  the  sum  claimed  by  the  difference 
obtained  in  reckoning  interest  at  3  per  cent  instead  of  6  per  cent,  or 
540,000  bolivars.  This  decrease,  on  the  other  hand,  ought  only  to 
relate  to  the  interest  on  the  capital ;  in  fact  the  company  being  obliged 
to  pay  an  interest  of  6  per  cent  to  its  lenders  and  holders  of  obligations 
it  would  be  unjust  to  make  a  reduction  on  the  sum  claimed  under  this 
head  and  which  enters  entirely  into  the  disbursements  of  the  company. 

I  have  not  thought  at  all  that  I  ought  to  accord  to  the  company  the 
indemnity  of  2,000,000  bolivars  which  it  claims  for  the  eventual 
profits  which  it  has  lost.  It  has  not  been  in  business  long  enough  to 
arrive  at  a  time  of  profit,  and  no  one  can  know  if  it  would  ever  have 
reached  a  point  greater  than  the  normal  interest  on  the  capital 
invested,  the  interest  of  which  I  take  into  account  in  the  reckoning  of 
the  indenmity.  That  remains  very  doubtful  if  we  consider  the  burden- 
some obligations  which  the  company  allowed  to  be  imposed  upon  it  in 
the  contract.  It  would  not  be  equitable  that  it  owed  to  the  situation 
of  claimant  the  advantage  of  taking  from  Venezuela  benefits  upon 
which  it  could  not  have  counted  truly,  considering  the  conditions  of  its 
management,  if  the  latter  had  been  developed  without  interference.  It 
is,  then,  a  sum  of  5,078,098.62  bolivars  that  in  equity  the  Venezuelan 
Government  ought  to  pay  to  the  company  for  losses  suffered.  But  I 
have  had  to  take  account  on  the  one  hand  of  the  use  of  the  interest 
since  July  1,  1902,  the  day  on  which  the  calculation  prepared  by  the 
company  stopped;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  the  depreciation  of  the 
bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt.  Twenty-seven  months  have  already 
passed  since  the  first  of  July,  1902,  and  this  lapse  of  time  increases  the 
amount  claimed  by  the  company  more  than  800,000  bolivars,  which 
will  continue  to  accrue  until  the  day  of  the  final  award.  Up  to  to-day 
this  will  be  a  sum  of  at  least  6,000,000  bolivars,  which  ought  to  be  paid 
to  the  company  for  reimbursement  of  its  expenses. 

Finally,  the  indemnity,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  hav- 
ing to  be  paid  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt,  and  not  in  gold,  in 
virtue  *of  the  concession  consented  to  by  the  French  Government  in 
favor  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  to  allow  it  to  pay  its  debts  with 
greater  facility,  and  the  depreciation  of  these  bonds  being  at  the  present 
moment  about  60  per  cent,  I  have  judged  it  equitable  to  increase  this 
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indemnity  of  6,000,000  bolivars  by  1,000,000  bolivars,  which  thus 
reaches  the  sum  of  7,000,000  bolivars  in  bonds  of  diplomatic  debt. 
These  7,000,000  bolivars  represent  merely  2,800,000  bolivars  in  gold. 
This  is  the  sum  which  the  company  ought  to  receive  and  the  Venezue- 
lan Government  pay  if  the  umpire  should  share  the  opinion  of  the 
French  arbitrator.  This  sum  represents  only  a  little  more  than  half 
of  the  disbursements  of  the  company. 

The  Venezuelan  arbitrator,  playing  the  part  of  a  lawyer  rather  than 
that  of  an  impartial  arbitrator  in  the  brief  submitted  to  me,  uncfcatakes 
to  dispute  the  arguments  of  the  company,  and  to  demonstrate  that 
the  Venezuelan  Government,  far  from  having  anything  to  be  censured 
for,  was,  to  the  contrary,  in  a  position  to  bring  suit  against  the  com- 
pany for  not  having  fulfilled  its  obligations.  The  minutes  of  the 
session  of  the  commission  of  May  7,  1903,  mentions  that — 

Doctor  Padl  expresses  to  his  colleague  the  desire  that  he  present,  as  he  himself  has  done, 
an  exposition  of  arguments  upon  which  he  bases  his  judgment  and  by  which,  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  reply  to  the  arguments  presented  by  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator.  Doctor 
Padl  would  be  able  to  take  these  into  consideration  and  to  see  if  it  would  be  possible  to  reach 
an  agreement. 

I  have  refused  to  follow  my  colleague  into  this  field,  believing  that 
in  my  capacity  of  an  arbitrator  I  am  not  called  upon  to  present  any 
arguments  in  favor  of  or  against  one  of  the  two  parties,  but  only  to 
examine  their  statements  and  decide  in  favor  of  the  one  or  the  other. 
One  of  the  lawyers  of  the  Paris  bar,  Mattre  Poincar6,  has  undertaken 
to  defend  the  company  in  the  field  of  law,  answering  Doctor  Pamirs 
arguments. 

The  reading  of  the  brief  prepared  by  Mr.  Poincarfi  has  but  strength- 
ened me  in  the  opinion  which  I  had  formed  after  having  studied  the 
dossier  and  the  plea  of  my  colleague. 

Doctor  Patil  was  so  convinced  that  he  was  taking  the  part  of  the 
lawyer  rather  than  that  of  an  arbitrator,  that  he  made  the  statement 
tg  me  at  the  session,  as  shown  by  the  minutes,  that  he  would  take  my 
arguments  into  consideration  if  I  was  willing  to  submit  them  and  "  see 
if  it  would  be  possible  to  reach  an  agreement.'' 

Has  not  my  colleague  confessed  by  these  words  that  an  agreement 
is  possible  and  that  consequently  the  company  has  a  right  to  an 
indemnity?  I  do  not  see,  in  fact,  how  we  would  have  been  able  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement  unless  he  recognized  the  principle  of  an  indem- 
nity, contrary  to  his  decision  to  reject  the  claim  entirely.  I  am  still 
persuaded  that  my  colleague  would  have  changed  his  absolute  opinion 
if  I  had  consented  to  diminish  in  notable  proportions  the  indenmity 
which  I  have  fixed.  But  conscientiously  I  have  not  been  able  Cb  decide 
to  do  it.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  censure  Doctor  Patil,  because  his 
patriotism  may  have  led  him  to  become  a  lawyer  representing  his 
country  instead  of  the  man  who  was  called  upon  to  pass  judgment.    I 
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am  contented  to  make  mention  of  it;  and  to  the  coi^trary  I  seize  this 
occasion  with  pleasure  to  render  homage  to  the  courtesy  and  the 
breadth  of  mind  he  has  shown  in  the  comrse  of  the  numerous  sittings 
of  the  commission  during  which  we  have  examined  nearly  four  hundred 
claims^  of  which  I  understand  that  the  expos6  and  the  discussion  must 
have  been  grievous  many  times  to  his  Venezuelan  sentiments. 

But  Doctor  Patil  would  not  have  been  the  only  one  among  his  author- 
ized compatriots  who  would  have  consented  to  recognize  the  respon- 
sibility of  his  Government  in  this  affair  and  consequently  to  admit  that 
an  indemnity  is  due  to  the  company.  In  1897  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  Venezuela  sent  to  Paris  a  semiofficial  plenipotentiary, 
General  Pietri,  to  endeavor  to  renew  the  diplomatic  relations  inter- 
rupted between  the  two  countries  since  the  departure  in  1895  of  the 
Marquis  de  Monclar,  French  minister,  because  of  an  incident  which 
to  reopen  here  is  unnecessary.  Mr.  Pietri  opened  negotiations  with 
the  Qua!  d'Orsay,  and  such  negotiations  resulted  in  the  signing  of  a 
protocol  by  virtue  wherecrf  normal  relations  between  France  and 
Venezuela  were  to  be  reestablished,  provided  such  diplomatic  act  was 
ratified  by  the  Congress  of  Venezuela.  Annexed  to  said  protocol 
there  was  a  convention  concluded  on  June  24,  1897,  between  the 
plenipotentiary  of  Venezuela  and  the  liquidators  of  the  Company  Gen- 
eral of  the  Orinoco,  the  text  of  said  convention  being  attached  to  the 
papers  (dossier)  in  the  claim.  It  was  stipulated  by  the  convention 
that  said  company  by  way  of  a  compromise  agreed  to  relinquish  any 
'  further  claims  upon  payment  by  the  Venezuelan  Government  of  an 
indenmity  of  3,600,000  bolivars. 

The  Venezuelan  Congress  did  not  ratify  said  protocol,  the  conven- 
tion remaining,  therefore,  null  and  void.  However,  it  may  be  inferred 
from  such  fruitless  endeavors  to  come  to  an  agreement  that  there  has 
been  a  Venezuelan  plenipotentiary,  who  eight  years  ago  recognized  the 
right  on  the  part  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  to  a  consid- 
erable indemnity. 

The  Venezuelan  Congress  having  met  in  secret  session  to  examine 
the  protocol  signed  by  Messrs.  Hanotaux  and  Pietri,  I  have  been 
unable  to  learn  the  reasons  of  its  rejection  by  said  assembly.  It  is 
possible  that  the  convention  subscribed  to  by  the  company  may  have 
had, something  to  do  with  such  rejection.  But,  even  admitting  that 
the  existence  of  said  convention  bad  been  the  only  cause  of  the  refusal 
of  Congress  to  ratify  the  piotocol,  said  convention  does  not  lose  by 
that  fact  its  character  as  a  document  of  great  value,  for  all  those  who 
know  by  experience  that  the  facility  with  which  the  Venezuelan 
administration  despoil  foreigners  of  rights  acquired  by  mutual  con- 
sent is  only  equalled  by  the  difficulty  which  the  Government  and 
public  opinion  in  Venezuela  experience  in  admitting  for  injured  stran- 
gers the  legitimacy  of  equitable  compensation. 
Paris,  Septemher  2,  1904. 
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I  have  read  the  brief  lately  prepared  by  the  commissioner  for  F'rance 
explanatory  of  his  opinion  rendered  at  the  sittings  held  by  the  com- 
mission in  Caracas  on  May  5  and  7,  1903,  averring  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Venezuela  ought  to  indemnify  the  General  Company  of  the 
Orinoco  to  the  amount  of  7,000,000  bolivars  in  3  per  cent  bonds  of  the 
diplomatic  debt. 

The  gallant  expressions  used  by  the  French  commissioner  in  speak- 
ing of  my  position  on  the  mixed  commission  where  I  have  had  the  most 
signal  honor  of  sharing  the  arduous  task  with  so  distinguished  and 
learned  a  colleague,  I  appreciate  as  a  compensation  for  the  mortifica- 
tions which  M.  de  Peretti  justly  believes  my  patriotic  sentiments  have 
suffered  while  examining  the  332  claims  submitted  to  our  investigation 
and  decision,  representing  in  the  aggregate  the  enormous  sum  of 
80,000,000  bolivars,  a  sum  which  is  about  ecjuivalent  to  the  capital 
actually  represented  by  the  French  colony  in  Venezuela. 

Moved  by  a  critical  spirit,  my  learned  colleague  makes  the  following 
statements: 

The  Venezuelan  commissioner,  playing  the  part  of  a  lawyer  ratlier  than  that  of  an  impar- 
tial arbitrator,  in  the  brief  submitted  to  me  undertakes  to  dispute  the  arpiments  of  the  com- 
pany.    *    *    * 

I  have  refused  to  follow  my  roll<*afjue  into  this  field,  l)elieving  that  in  my  capat'itj'  of  an 
arbitrator  I  am  not  called  upon  to  present  any  ar^mcnts  in  favor  of  or  against  one  of  the  two 
parties,  but  only  to  examine  their  statements  and  to  decide  in  favor  of  the  one  or  the  other. 
*     *    * 

Do(!tor  Paiil  was  so  convinced  that  he  wa.s  taking  the  part  of  the  lawyer  rather  than  that  of 
an  arbitrator,  that  he  made  the  statement  to  me  at  the  session,  &s  shown  by  the  minutes, 
that  he  would  take  my  arguments  into  consideration,  if  I  was  willing  to  submit  them  and 
and  see  if  it  would  be  possible  to  reach  an  agreement.     *    ♦    * 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  censure  Doctor  Paul,  l)ecause  his  patriotism  may  have  led  him 
to  become  a  lawyer  I'epresenting  his  country  instead  of  the  man  who  was  called  upon  to  pa-ss 
judgment     *    *    * 

M.  de  Peretti  de  la  llocca,  called  upon  to  pass  judgment  on  the  claims 
of  his  countrymen,  believes  himself  to  be  authorized  under  the  Paris  pro- 
tocol to  pass  judgment  upon  the  manner  in  which  I  have  performed 
my  work  on  the  commission.  I  do  not  think  that  the  protocol  gives 
his  authority  so  wide  a  scope,  but  I  believe  that  T  am  obliged  to  state 
that  his  opinions  as  to  the  method  I  have  deemed  best  to  follow  in  the 
discharge  of  my  duties  and  functions  as  an  arbitrator,  are  entirely 
foreign  to  the  impersonal  character  which  discussions  between  arbi- 
trators must  have  when  a  difference  of  opinion  divides  them  while 
investigating  and  deciding  upon  a  case. 

The  work  I  have  helped  to  perform  as  t\\e  commissioner  (arbitrator) 
for  Venezuela  on  the  two  French- Venezuelan  Commissions,  in  connec- 
tion wuth  the  severe  judge  of  my  country,  is  well  demonstrated  by  the 
facts  that  out  of  332  French  claims  submitted  to  our  decision,  amount- 
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ing  to  the  sum  of  77,477,409.47  bolivars,  306  were  definitively  settled  or 
decided  by  mutual  agreement,  reducing  the  sum  claimed  fromr 
34,127,226.10  bolivars  to  3,950,731.14  bolivars,  or  about  one-ninth 
part  of  the  sum  claimed ;  16  claims  were  submitted,  because  of  disagree- 
ment, to  the  final  decision  of  the  umpire,  Mr.  Filtz,  who  awarded  the 
sum  of  153,369.38  bolivars,  and  the  other  8  claims,  representing  the 
sum  of  42,988,047.50  bolivars,  are  subject  to  the  investigation  of  the 
honorable  umpire,  Mr.  Frank  Plumley,  in  this  city  of  Northfield.    . 

If  through  the  bandage  covering  the  eyes  of  justice,  as  she  is  always 
represented,  the  French  commissioner  has  been  able  to  discover  that 
in  the  claims  of  his  countrymen,  as  submitted  to  our  joint  examination, 
the  amount  had  been  inflated  in  the  proportion  of  9  to  1,  what  could 
the  Venezuelan  commissioner  not  have  discovered,  animated,  as  it  is 
justly  surmised,  by  his  patriotic  sentiments,  which  had  been  submitted 
to  the  hardship,  as  my  colleague  justly  remarks  of — 

discussion  [which]  must  have  been  grievous  many  times  to  his  Venezuelan  sentiments 

from  those  332  claims  which  offer,  as  shown,  the  plainest  evidence  that 
it  has  been  pretended  that  Venezuela  should  pay  for  indemnity  for 
damages  an  amount  tenfold  greater  than  the  value  of  the  actual 
damages  sustained?  K,  because  in  order  to  succeed  in  preventing 
that  such  gross  injustice  be  done  by  the  mixed  commissions  to  which 
I  have  been  a  party,  my  colleague  considers  that  I  have  played  the 
part  of  a  lawyer  in  defense  of  my  country,  instead  of  that  of  an  impar- 
tial judge,  then  I  have  done  my  duty,  and  I  do  not  think  I. deserve  on 
that  score  the  censure  of  those  who  have  no  reason  to  desire  that  I 
•should  not  have  defended  my  country. 

As  regards  the  method  adopted  by  the  French  commissioner  of  not 
supporting  his  decisions  and  opinions  by  arguments  in  order  to  dis-  < 
tinguish  his  system  of  defense  from  mine,  I  have  nothing  to  say.  It 
is  enough  for  me  to  be  satisfied  that  I  have  fulfilled  my  duties  to  the 
utmost,  and  that  I  have  in  my  opinions  endeavored  to  follow  the 
standard  set  by  eminent  jurists  who  have  discharged  these  same  duties 
of  arbitrators  and  who  did  not  think  that  they  were  to  pass  their  sen- 
tences as  imperial  ukases,  but  that  such  sentences  were  to  be  based 
upon  the  exposition  of  the  principles  involved  and  upon  a  line  of  argu- 
ment growing  out  of  the  examination  of  such  principles,  laws,  and 
precedents.  Such  arguments  have  come  to  be  a  source  of  light  to 
those  who,  like  myself,  desirous  of  learning  how  not  to  err,  have  gone 
thither  to  dispel  shadows  of  darkness  in  their  intellectual  labors. 
Among  other  authorities,  see  the  six  large  volumes  of  Moore's  Inter- 
national Arbitrations;  the  volume  containing  the  enlightened  opin- 
,  ions  of  the  commissioners  in  the  United  States  and  Venezuelan  Claims 
Commissions,  1889-1890,  and  Ralston's  Report,  Venezuelan  Arbi- 
trations of  1903. 
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I  must  express  at  this  point  surprise  to  see  how  my  colleague  has 
construed  the  statements  I  made  to  him  at  the  sitting  of  May  7,  1903, 
that  I  would — 

take  these  [arguments]  into  consideration  and  see  if  it  would  be  possible  to  reach  an 
agreement. 

To  deduce  from  such  statement,  inspired  only  by  my  desire  to  become 
acquainted  with  the  arguments  of  my  colleague,  to  see — ^if  I  was  con- 
vinced by  them — ^whether  we  could  reach  an  agreement  or  find  out 
whether  it  was  established  that  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco 
was  entitled  to  an  indemnification,  is  equivalent  to  deriving  from  the 
(juestion  put  by  one  person  to  another,  "What  reasons  have  you  to 
demand  from  me  the  payment  of  that  bill  ?''  that  such  question  estab- 
lishes the  fact  that  the  debt  has  been  acknowledged. 

That  my  learned  colleague  should  appeal  to  such  a  line  of  circum- 
locutory arguments  in  support  of  his  opinion  in  favor  of  the  General 
Company  of  the  Orinoco  plainly  shows  that  in  the  store  of  arguments 
used  bj  the  company,  and  which  my  learned  colleague  produces  as  his 
own,  there  are  not  many  weighty  enough  to  bring  conviction  to  the 
honorable  umpire's  mind  of  the  sound  foundation  of  the  claim. 

The  French  commissioner  reaffirms  his  determination  in  the  brief 
under  discussion,  when  he  avers  that  he  abstains  from  following  me 
into  the  field  of  argument, 

believing  that  in  his  capacity  as  an  arbitrator  he  is  not  called  upon  to  present  arguments  in 
favor  or  against  one  of  the  two  parties,  but  only  to  examine  their  statements  and  to  decide 
in  favor  of  the  one  or  the  other. 

My  learned  colleague  adds: 

One  of  the  lawyers  of  the  Paris  bar,  Mattre  Poincar^,  has  undertaken  to  defend  the  com- 
pany in  the  field  of  law,  answering  Doctor  Patil's  arguments.  The  perusal  of  the  brief 
{plaidoirie)  prepared  by  M.  Poincar^  has  but  strengthened  me  in  the  opinion  which  I  had 
formed  after  having  studied  the  dossier  and  the  plea  of  my  colleague. 

Consequently,  M.  de  Peretti,  in  his  brief,  limits  himself  to  explaining 
his  reasons  for  granting  the  company  any  indemnification  for  eventual 
profits;  for  reducing  the  rate  of  interest  claimed  to  3  per  cent  utitil 
July  1,  1902,  when  the  estimate  made  by  the  company  ends;  and  for 
granting  besides  a  supplementary  indemnification  for  interest  from 
that  date  until  the  day  of  the  final  decision,  fixed  at  1,000,000  bolivars, 
and  another  million  because  of  the  depreciation  of  the  bonds  of  the 
diplomatic  debt,  making  a  total  of  7,000,000  bolivars. 

I  deny,  as  it  is  my  bounden  duty  to  do,  most  emphatically,  the 
unfounded  conjecture  my  learned  colleague  has  made  in  his  brief,  when 
he  states  that  I  would  not  be  the  only  one  among  my  enlightened 
countrymen  who  would  have  consented  to  acknowledge  my  country's 
liability  in  this  case,  and  consequently  admitted  that  an  indemm'fica- 
tion  is  due  the  company.     It  is  also  indispensable,  since  the  honorable 
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French  commissioner  is  willing  to  use  it  in  support  of  his  opinion,  that 
I  should  take  into  consideration  the  incident  of  the  Pietri-IIanotaux 
protocol  and  the  draft  of  an  agreement  signed  in  Paris  by  M.  Juan 
Pietri,  which  M.  de  Peretti  has  submitted  as  a  part  of  his  brief. 

The  incident  in  question,  as  it  appears  in  the  opinion  of  my  learned 
colleague  is  as  follows:* 

In  1807  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Venezeula  sent  to  Paris  a  semiofficial  pleni- 
potentiary, General  Pietri,  to  endeavor  to  renew  the  diplomatic  relations  interrupted 
between  the  two  countries  since  the  departure,  in  1895,  of  the  l^larquis  de  Monclar,  French 
minister,  because  of  an  incident  which  to  reopen  here  is  unnecessary.  Mr.  Pietri  opened 
negotiations  with  the  Quai  d'Orsay  and  such  negotiations  resulted  in  the  signing  of  a  pro- 
tocol by  virtue  whereof  normal  relations  between  France  and  Venezuela  were  to  be  reestab- 
lished, provided  such  diplomatic  act  was  ratified  by  the  Congress  of  Venezuela. 

Annexed  to  said  protocol  there  was  a  convention  concluded  on  June  24,  1897,  between 
the  plenipotentiary  of  Venezuela  and  the  liquidators  of  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco, 
the  text  of  said  convention  being  attached  to  the  papers  {dossier)  in  the  claim.  It  was  stipu- 
lated by  the  convention  that  said  company  by  way  of  a  compromise  agree  to  relinquish  any 
further  claims  upon  payment  by  the  Venezuelan  Government  of  an  indemnity  of  3,600,000 
bolivars. 

The  Venezuelan  Congress  did  not  ratify  said  protocol,  the  convention  remaining  therefore 
null  and  void.  However,  it  may  be  inferred  from  such  fruitless  endeavors  to  come  to  an 
agreement  that  there  has  been  a  Venezuelan  plenipotentiary  who  eight  years  ajgo  recognized 
the  right  to  a  considerable  indemnity  on  the  part  of  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco. 

Tlie  Venezuelan  Congress  having  met  in  secret  session  to  examine  the  protocol  signed  by 
Messrs.  Hanotaux  and  Pietri,  I  have  been  unable  to  learn  the  reasons  of  its  rejection  by  said 
assembly.  It  is  possible  that  the  convention  subscribed  to  by  the  company  may  have  had 
something  to  do  with  such  rejection.  But,  even  admitting  that  the  existence  of  said  con- 
vention had  been  the  only  cause  of  the  refusal  of  Congress  to  ratify  the  protocol,  said  conven- 
tion does  not  lose  by  that  fact  its  character  as  a  document  of  great  value.    *    *    *    , 

So  much  for  the  history  of  the  incident  of  the  Pietri-Hanotaux 
protocol.  The  other  portion  of  the  document,  replaced  by  the  dots, 
with  which  my  colleague  ends  the  paragraph,  I  shall  not  reproduce 
in  this  answer.  They  belong  to  that  class  of  arguments  called  ''a5 
homine,^^  so  generally  used  in  French  parliamentary  oratory,  but 
which  are  misplaced  in  abstract  and  severe  debates  before  a  court 
like  this  one.  Whatever  be  the  opinion  the  French  commissioner 
may  have  formed  of  the  administration  and  public  opinion  in  Vene- 
zuela, will  surely  not  have  the  slightest  weight  in  the  mind  of  the 
honorable  umpire  when  he  shall  render  his  decision  in  the  case. 

M.  de  Peretti  is  in  the  right  when  he  states  that  the  convention  con- 
cluded between  Mr.  Pietri  and  the  liquidators  of  the  General  Com- 
pany of  the  Orinoco  acknowledging  to  the  latter,  by  way  of  a  com- 
promise, 3,600,000  bolivars,  had  something  to  do  with  the  refusal 
of  the  Congress  of  Venezuela  to  ratify  the  Pietri-Hanotaux  protocol, 
the  object  of  which  was  the  renewal  of  diplomatic  relations  between 
the  two  countries.  It  not  only  had  something  to  do  with  the  refusal, 
but  was  the  sole  cause  thereof.     Even  if  Venezuela  had  solicited  the 
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renewal  of  the  relations,  for  which  Mr.  Pietri  had  received  instructions, 
Congress  was  compelled  to  refuse  to  ratify  the  protocol  tending  to 
such  renewal,  because  the  convention  annexed  as  a  condition  to  the 
end  in  view  represented  for  Venezuela  a  sacrifice  of  such  magnitude 
and  so  unjustified,  that  Congress  preferred  to  continue  depriving  the 
country  of  friendly  relations  with  France  to  subjecting  it  to  a  cen- 
smrable  negotiation.  General  Pietri  lacked  the  necessary  authority 
and  instructions  to  negotiate  with  the  General  Company  of  the  Ori- 
noco, and  even  the  officious  negotiations  which  were  intrusted  to  him 
in  France  for  the  renewal  of  diplomatic  relations  were  ad  referendum, 
because,  such  relations  being  interrupted,  he  could  not  have  been 
invested  with  the  character  of  minister  plenipotentiary  to  the  Quai 
d'Orsay. 

If  from  the  ofiicious  capacity  of  Mr.  Pietri  to  treat  with  the  Quai 
d'Orsay  of  the  renewal  of  the  diplomatic  relations  between  Venezuela 
and  France  and  from  the  character,  as  minister  plenipotentiary,  which 
was  vested  in  Mr.  Pietri  by  the  administration  of  1897  to  represent 
Venezuela  in  other  States  of  Europe,  the  French  commissioner  draws 
a  favorable  conclusion  when  he  says: 

It  may  be  inferred  from  such  fruitless  endeavors  to  come  to  an  agreement,  that  there  has 
been  a  Venezuelan  plenipotentiary,  who  eight  years  ago,  recognized  the  right  on  the  part 
of  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  to  a  considerable  indemnity. 

what  may  I  not  deduce,  as  the  Venezuelan  commissioner,  against  the 
justice  of  such  indemnification,  following  the  same  style  of  argument, 
upon  considering  that  it  has  not  been  a  Venezuelan  plenipotentiary, 
but  the  National  Congress,  consisting  of  eighty  plenipotentiaries  rep- 
resenting the  will  of  three  millions  of  inhabitants,  who  disapproved 
the  convention  signed  by  Mr.  Pietri,  because  they  believed  it  to  be 
unlawful  ? 

M.  de  Peretti  states  in  his  brief  that  the  perusal  of  the  pleadings 
(plmdoirie)  of  Maitre  Poincar^,  counsel  for  the  company,  who  dis- 
cusses my  arguments,  has  come  to  confirm  him  in  his  opinion.  I  have 
read  the  brief  of  the  eminent  member  of  the  French  bar  and  lawyer 
of  the  court  of  appeals,  and  since  his  opinion  has  been  sought  for  by 
the  claimant  company  to  impugn  my  opinion,  I  must  examine  it  and 
reply  to  its  allegations. 

The  first  part  of  the  brief  and  opinion  of  Maitre  Poincar6,  called 
*' Exposition  of  Facts,''  contains  a  relation  based  upon  the  documents 
and  notes  produced  by  the  claimant  company,  making  a  better  pres- 
entation of  the  same  papers,  statements,  and  letters  found  in  the 
case  (dossier)  of  the  company.  Of  such  exposition  of  facts  the  hon- 
orable umpire  can  only  take  into  consideration  for  his  decision  such 
facts  upon  which  both  parties  have  agreed  or  the  accmracy  of  which 
has  been  duly  established,  based  on  trustworthy  docimients  showing 
the  facts  to  be  true. 
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The  second  part  of  the  brief  under  consideration  is  called  '*  Dis- 
cussion" and  is  divided  by  Mattre  Poincarfi  into  several  chapters  and 
sections  dealing  with  the  different  grounds  upon  which  the  company- 
has  based  its  claim  for  indemnification,  classified  as  follows: 

First.  Legal  and  decisive  efficacy  of  the  judgment  rendered  by  the 
high  Federal  court  against  which  the  company  opposes  denial  of  justice, 
based  upon  the  following  facts:  Irregularities  in  the  summons,  irregu- 
larities in  the  letters  rogatory,  irregularity  in  the  pleadings  (plai- 
dories). 

Second.  Good  grounds  for  the  claim  for  indemnification,  based  upon 
substantial  error  vitiating  the  consent,  failure  to  execute  its  obliga- 
tions on  the  part  of  Venezuela,  and  fulfillment  of  its  obligations  on 
the  part  of  the  company. 

Third.  Conclusions:  The  amounts  of  the  claims  have  been  duly 
established  by  means  of  documentary  e\ddence.  The  existing  dip- 
lomatic debt  is  now  worth  from  40  to  42  per  cent.  That  which  is  to 
be  created  for  the  indemnifications  resulting  from  the  protocol  of 
1902  shall  be  worth  even  less. 

For  the  sake  of  brevity,  in  this  additional  opinion  I  shajl  examine 
only  such  points  of  the  opinion  of  Mattre  Poincar6  as  are  indispensa- 
ble to  strengthen  the  arguments  in  my  first  opinion  and  shall  also 
point  out  whatever  may  be  conducive  to  a  clearer  exposition  of  the 
juridical  doctrine  or  international  principles  invoked,  as  well  as  to 
the  first  estimation  of  the  facts. 

The  question  advanced  as  the  fundamental  grounds  for  this  case 
is  in  the  first  place  whether  the  sentence  of  the  Venezuelan  Federal 
court,  declaring  the  rescission  of  the  contracts  under  which  the  Gen- 
eral Company  of  the  Orinoco  operated  and  condemning  said  company 
to  the  payment  of  a  certain  sum  and  judicial  costs,  is  a  final  or  decisive 
sentence  having  the  force  of  the  res  judicata  and  therefore  binding  and 
subjecting  the  company  to  all  its  consequences. 

The  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  four  years  after  such  sentence 
has  been  passed,  invoked  the  action  of  the  French  Government  in 
order  to  enter  a  protest-  against  said  judgment,  claiming,  as  Mr.  Poin- 
car6  states — 

that  it  has  been  the  victim  of  an  actual  denial  of  justice,  because,  in  the  first  place,  all  remedies 
against  administrative  and  governmental  action  being  withheld  from  it,  mainly  by  reason 
of  the  decree  of  August  8, 1890,  issued  under  pressure  by  Colombia,  and  the  ai'bitrary  seizure 
of  1893,  and  in  the  second  place  because  of  the  violations  of  both  public  and  private  law 
executed  not  only  during  the  proceedings  but  also  oustide  of  any  judicial  action. 

The  company  produces  no  proof  whatever  to  show  that  all  legal 
remedies  against  administrative  and  governmental  action  have  been 
withheld  from  it.  The  decree  of  August  8,  1890,  as  evidenced  by  its 
own  terms,  was  issued  in  behalf  of  the  large  interests  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  region  where  the  tonca  bean  is  gathered  and  because  the  com- 
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pany  had  suspended  the  purchase  of  the  bean  for  want  of  resources, 
and  the  Government  could  not  permit  the  destruction  of  the  interests 
and  means  of  subsistence  of  that  territory  already  threatened  with 
abandonment  on  the  part  of  the  company  and  an  absolute  business 
stagnation.  In  regard  to  the  seizure  of  1893,  subsequent  to  the  judg- 
ment, the  copies  subjoined  to  the  present  additional  opinion  in  support 
of  the  arguments  of  my  first  opinion  will  shed  suflBcient  light  to  bring 
conviction  to  the  mind  that  the  property  the  company  had  abandoned 
on  the  banks  of  the  Orinoco  River  because  the  company  had  gone  into 
liquidation  and  was  unable  to  even  take  care  of  and  try  to  preserve 
said  property  has  not  sufficed,  because  of  its  state  of  deterioration  and 
ruin  to  pay  for  the  debts  contracted  in  the  locality,  let  alone  those  for 
which  the  company  was  liable  to  the  nation  by  virtue  of  the  sentence 
of  the  Federal  court. 

Against  the  argument  I  have  put  forth  in  my  opinion  that,  according 
to  the  Venezuelan  Code  of  Procedure,  the  General  Company  of  the 
Orinoco  had  six  months  after  date  of  sentence  within  which  to  demand 
that  it  be  invaUdated,  if  the  company  had  or  beUeved  itself  to  have 
sufficient  groimds  to  ask  for  such  reversal,  Mr.  Poincar6  advances  the 
argument  that  the  sentence  of  the  court  was  in  itself  indisputably  a 
sovereign  decision,  not  open  to  any  remedy  oi>  appeal  whatever  before 
a  higher  couft.  It  is  true  that  such  decision  was  not  subject  to  appeal 
before  a  higher  court,  because  the  high  Federal  court  is  the  highest 
judicial  tribunal;  but  such  decision  was  open  to  the  remedy  of  invali- 
dation before  the  same  court,  according  to  Case  I,  article  538  of  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure  then  in  force,  or,  in  other  words,  the  failure  to 
issue  such  summons  when  they  are  necessary  to  continue  the  case,  if 
the  failure  has  not  been  remedied  by  the  party  invoking  the  same. 
Article  539,  quoted  in  his  opinion,  clearly  stipulates  that — 

such  case  shall  be  tried  in  the  same  manner  as  the  case  upon  which  the  sentence  whose  invaH- 
dation  is  sought  was  tried  hefore  the  court  which  has  decided  the  case  in  the  last  resort 
(instance).^ 

M.  Poincar6  adds: 

There  was  nothing  to  be  gained  therefore  in  asking  the  invalidation,  as  this  could  not  be 
granted  except  for  a  special  cause,  and  the  most  important  grounds  of  complaint  could  not 
contribute  to  justify  such  a  step. 

One  of  these  grounds,  as  will  be  hereafter  shown,  was  failure  to 
notify  the  company's  attorney  to  make  his  pleadings.  The  learned 
and  expert  coimsel  for  France  has  already  stated  that  such  failure, 
which  is  a  most  important  ground  for  complaint  against  the  judgment, 
as  believed  by  the  claimant  party,  does  not  constitute  one  of  the  special 
causes  to  demand  the  invalidation  of  the  sentence,  according  to  the 

a  Art.  539.  Este  juicio  se  promover^  del  mismo  modo  que  la  demanda  sobre  que 
recayd  la  sentencia  cuya  invalidacidn  se  pide,  ante  el  tribunal  que  la  dictd  en  tiltima 
instancia. 
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provisions  of  article  538  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.^  Notwith- 
standing that  such  notification  is  unnecessary  and  not  required  by  the 
Venezuelan  law  of  procedure,  the  company  uses  it  as  the  basis  upon 
which  rests  its  main  argument  to  claim  that  the  sentence  of  the  Federal 
court  was  issued  against  it  without  previous  hearing  of  its  defense  and 
that  consequently  the  sentence  is  invalid. 

The  first  cause  of  invalidation  invoked  by  Maltre  Poincar6  in  his  brief 
as  vitiating  the  form  or  proceedings  is  the  irregularity  of  the  summons 
to  answer  the  complaint.  The  counsel  for  the  defense  of  the  company's 
rights  bases  his  contention  to  that  effect  on  the  testimony  of  Air.  Fiat, 
a  former  employee  of  the  company,  who  affirms  that  when  the  State's 
attorney  for  the  treasury  (Jiscal  nacional  de  Jiacienda)  entered  his 
action  before  the  high  Federal  court  for  the  rescission  of  certain  con- 
tracts and  the  payment  of  an  indemnification  he  received  no  summons 
or  order  requiring  him  to  appear. 

It  is  true  that  in  the  records  of  the  high  court — the  brief  avers — 

mention  is  made  of  the  letter  of  the  secretary  of  that  jurisdiction,  dated  on  May  30,  1890, 
addressed  to  Messrs.  Fiat  and  Planas,  informing  them  that  the  company  had  been  sued 
before  the  high  court. 

But  Messrs.  Fiat  and  Planas  have  always  declared  that  they  had  not  received  such  letter 

and  Mr.  Fiat  has  added  that  it  was  only  while  reading  a  Caracas  newspaper  that  he  became 

aware  that  the  company  had  been  summoned  to  appear  before  the  Federal  court.     It  was 

-  then  that  he,  of  his  own  accord  and  without  any  previous  summons,  went  to  the  secretary's 

office. 

It  can  not  be  doubted,  that  if  a  regular  summons  had  been  issued  to  Mr.  Fiat  or  Mr.  Planas 
or  if  any  notice  by  letter  had  been  given  to  them  of  the  action  entered  by  the  "fiscal,"  a 
receipt  should  have  been  demanded,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  all  subsequent  summonses. 
It  is  thus  shown  that  the  proceedings  were  irregularly  commenced. 

What  appears  from  the  minutes  in  the  case  which  may  offer  reason- 
able grounds  for  the  deductions  of  the  attorney  presenting  the  brief 
under  consideration? 

At  the  end  of  the  complaint  entered  by  the  fiscal  the  following  reso- 
lution appears : 

Presidency  of  the  High  Federal  Court, 

Caracas,  May  30,  1890. 
[27  and  32.    Entered.] 

Summon  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  defendant,  whose  domicile  is  outeide  of  the 
Republic,  and  serve  a  copy  of  the  foregoing  complaint,  to  appear  before  this  court  at  the 
sitting  of  the  tenth  working  day  after  summoned  to  answer  the  action,  which,  in  the  name 
of  the  national  Government,  the  State's  attorney  for  the  treasury  (Jiscal  ixacional  de  hacienda) 
has  entered.  And  whereas  it  appears  from  the  documents  produced  that  Messrs.  Andr^ 
Fiat  and  Bemab^  Planas  have  held  powers  of  attorney  from  said  company,  let  them  be 
notified,  that  they  may  state  whether  they  still  exercise  such  duties,  and  if  not,  a  counsel  for 
the  defense  {defensor  de  ausentes)  shall  be  appointed  as  requested. 

(Signed)  Carlos  Urrutia. 

Manuel  Rendon  Sarmiento. 

oFor  text  of  Art.  538  see  p.  259,  note. 
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On  the  same  day  and  date  the  summonses  were  issued  to  Messrs.  Fiat  and  Planas  to  appear 
at  the  first  sitting  of  the  court  after  heing  summoned  for  the  purpose  aforesaid,  the  sum- 
monses l)eing  delivered  to  the  bailiff  of  this  high  court. 

(Signed)  Rendon  Sarmiento. 

Serretary. 

At  the  seasion  of  this  day,  June  2  (two  days  after  the  summonses  were  issued),  there 
appeared  Messrs.  Andres  Fiat  and  Bemab^  Planas  and  stated  that  Mr.  Andi*^  Fiat  is  now 
the  representative  of  the  Creneral  Company  of  the  Orinoco  and  offers  to  produce  the  power  of 
attorney  at  the  session  of  next  Wednesday,  the  fourth  day  of  the  present  month. 
Subscribed  to — 

(Signed)  Cablos  Urrutia. 

Andres  Fiat. 

B.  PlJlNAS. 

Rend6n  Sarmiento,  Secretary. 

These  are  followed  by  others  referring  to  the  filmg  of  the  power  of 
attorney  in  the  French  language;  appointment  of  an  interpreter  to 
translate  the  same;  his  acceptance  and  oath;  the  translation  of  the 
power  of  attorney,  and  the  order  of  the  presidency  of  the  high  Federal 
court  directing  that  the  original  power  of  attorney  be  returned  to  Mr. 
Fiat,  and  that  he  be  duly  summoned  to  appear  as  the  attorney  for  the 
company. 

Then  follows  an  entry  of  the  secretary,  whereby  it  appears  that  a 
certified  copy  of  the  complaint  was  made  and  delivered  to  the  bailiflf 
to  execute  the  summonses  issued  to  the  defendants. 

As  a  part  of  the  record,  the  following  entry  appears: 

I  have  received  the  complaint  in  the  action  entered  by  the  national  Government  against 
the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  of  which  I  am  the  representative.  Caracas,  June  19, 
1890.  (Signed)  Andr^  Fiat.  (Minutes  of  the  proceedings  had  before  the  high  Federal 
court,  a  certified  copy  of  which  I  submit  to  the  honorable  umpire,  in  Spanish  and  English, 
consisting  of  6  exhibits,  numbered  1,  2,  and  3,  respectively.) 

The  testimony  furnished  by  the  minutes  of  the  proceedings  shows 
that  due  regularity  in  conformity  with  the  legal  precepts  was  observed 
in  summoning  Mr.  A.  Fiat  as  the  representative  of  the  General  Com- 
pany of  the  Orinoco,  and  also  establishes  the  fact  that  there  is  no  iruth 
in  the  declaration  of  Air.  Fiat,  serving  as  a  basis  to  the  company's 
counsel  to  aver  that  the  proceedings  were  irregularly  commenced. 
In  regard  to  the  statement  which,  it  is  affirmed,  Mr.  Bemabe  Planas 
made  to  the  same  effect,  it  is  not  fc.und  among  the  numerous  docu- 
ments submitted  by  the  company,  so  that  no  other  conclusion  can  be 
drawn  except  that  the  writer  of  the  brief  was  induced  to  affirm  a  most 
serious  fact  affecting  an  old  friend  of  the  company,  which  is  contrary 
to  actual  events. 

The  line  of  argument  contained  in  the  rest  of  this  chapter  of  the 
brief  dealing  with  the  delay  in  summoning  Mr.  Fiat  and  answering  the 
complaint  because  of  the  preliminary  proceedings  of  giving  notice,  the 
filing  and  translating  of  the  power  of  attorney,  and  the  amendment  of 
a  part  of  the  case  by  fixing  the  amount  of  the  indemnification  asked 
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for  is  so  inadequate  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Fiat  found 
himself  deprived  of  all  means  of  defense,  and  that  such  condition  of 
inability  permeated  the  whole  proceedings,  that  I  do  not  deem  it  my 
duty  to  undertake  its  discussion,  such  assertions  clearly  revealing  the 
fact  that  Mattre  Poincar6  is  not  familiar  with  the  method  of  pro- 
cedure in  contentious  cases  before  our  Venezuelan  courts,  and  that  his 
learning  and  talents  can  not  bridge  over  his  deficient  knowledge  in  the 
matter  of  our  adjective  legislation.  All  the  proceedings  of  the  high 
court  from  the  origin  of  the  case  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  the  sum- 
mons of  Mr.  Fiat,  the  representative  of  the  company,  are  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  in  force 
at  the  time,  as  the  honorable  umpire  may  see  by  an  examination  of  the 
legal  provisions  referred  to  in  conjunction  with  the  proceedings  in  the 
case,  a  copy  of  which  I  subjoin  hereto. 

The  next  section  of  the  brief  in  question  deals  with  the  irregularity 
of  the  letters  rogatory  issued  by  the  president  of  the  high  Federal 
court  to  the  civil  judge  of  the  first  instance  of  the  city  of  Paris  and  to 
his  eminence  the  Cardinal,  chief  of  the  propaganda  in  Rome,  which 
letters  rogatory  were  delivered  to  the  representative  of  the  company, 
Mr.  Fiat,  personally  to  obtain  the  extraterritorial  evidence  he  had 
requested,  consisting  of  aflSdavits  of  witnesses  residing  in  Paris,  and  a 
statement  of  facts  requested  from  his  eminence  the  Cardinal. 

Maitre  Poincar^  maintains  that  diplomatic  channels  should  have 
been  used  to  forward  to  their  respective  destinations  the  letters  roga- 
tory, and,  as  the  Government  of  Caracas  knows  what  is  the  regular 
way  to  be  followed  to  obtain  the  desired  ends,  both  such  Government 
and  the  high  Federal  court  are  to  blame  if  the  interrogatories  were  not 
made  in  Paris  and  Rome;  that  such  conduct  could  not  have  been 
prompted  but  by  the  desire  to  prevent  that  the  requested  evidence  be 
obtained,  and  so  it  follows  that  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco 
was  deprived  of  its  most  essential  means  of  defense,  and  that  the  taking 
of  the  evidence  for  which  the  high  court  had  fixed  a  time — which  was 
insufficient — was  then  incomplete  of  necessity. 

The  counsel  defending  such  theory  adduces  in  its  support  the  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  the  Institute  of  International  Law  in  its  session  at 
Zurich  in  1877,  which  I  have  already  had  the  opportunity  to  quote  in 
my  former  opinion,  to  wit: 

As  the  opinion  of  the  Institute  was  that  letters  rogatory  should  be  sent  directly  to  the  for- 
eign court  by  the  court  issuing  the  same.o 

The  learned  counsel  also  quotes  the  opinion  of  Mr.  C4rlos  Calvo, 
who  makes  the  following  statement  in  his  Treatise  on  International 
Law,  Volume  II,  section  889:  * 


o  Page  258. 

6 II  r^ulte  de  principe  de  I'ind^pendance  des  nations  que  lo  juge  stranger  n'est  pas 
obligi6  d 'accepter  la  commission  rogatoire;  mais  I'usago  des  nations  a  introduit  la  r^le 
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From  the  principle  of  the  independence  of  nations  it  follows  that  the  foreign  court  is  not 
obliged  to  accept  letters  rogatory,  but  usage  among  nations  has  introduced  the  rule  that 
foreign  courts  accept  such  request  and  proceed  to  take  the  necessary  steps  in  the  matter, 
except  in  such  cases  where  such  acts  may  impair  the  sovereignty  of  the  country  or  the  rights 
of  its  ciiizens.  This  is  why  letters  rogatory,  as  a  general  rule  are  not  sent  to  the  courts  directly 
but  through  diplomatic  channels,  so  that  the  Government  may  examine  the  same  before 
directing  their  execution,  in  order  to  become  satisfied  that  they  do  not  contain  anything 
contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  State.  In  case  letters  rogatory  should  be  sent  directly  from 
abroad  to  a  court  they  must  be  forwarded  immediately  to  the  minister  of  justice. 

M.  Poincar6  adds: 

And  let  us  remark  that  Mr.  Calvo's  opinion  is  later  than  that  of  the  Institute  of  Inter- 
national Ijaw,  because  Mr.  Calvo  in  section  894  makes  reference  to  that  authority  errone- 
ously quoted  by  Venezuela. 

The  learned  counsel  also  invokes  the  opinion  of  Dalloz,  Repertoire 
G6n6ral,  Instruction  Civile,  No.  83,  as  follows: 

Our  courts  are  frequently  called  upon  by  foreign  courts.  An  order  of  the  minister  of 
justice  {Garde  des  Sceaux)  contains  the  foUowing  rules  to  be  observed  in  similar  cases: 
Courts  must  not  comply  with  any  letters  rogatory  in  civil  matters  coming  from  abroad 
unless  they  are  transmitted  to  them  through  the  ministry  of  justice,  who  in  turn  receives  them 
from  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  with  the  translation,  as  the  case  may  be,  aft«r  examina- 
tion. *  *  *  Letters  rogatory  in  civil  matter  must  be  executed  by  the  court  without 
necessary  intervention  of  the  parties  concerned.  Notwithstanding  this  such  parties  are  free 
to  intervene  and  in  order  to  foster  the  proceedings  may  ask  the  clerk  to  issue  letters  rogatory. 
Beyond  such  cases  of  spontaneous  intervention  of  the  parties  or  one  of  them  the  letters  rogatory 
are  executed  upon  request  of  the  proper  judicial  authorities.  The  acts  performed  in  the 
execution  of  the  letters  rogatory  are  sent  by  the  court  to  the  minister  of  justice  with  a  cer- 
tified memorandum  of  the  costs,  and  the  documents  are  forthwith  transmitted  to  the  minister 
of  foreign  affairs. a 

M.  Poincarfi  concludes — 

Thus  the  parties  are  not  called  upon  to  transmit  the  request.  They  have  only  power  of 
intervention  during  the  execution  of  the  letters  rogatory. 

que  les  juges  strangers  acceptent  cetto  mission  et  proc^ent  aux  actes  d 'instruction 
qu'elle  a  pour  objet,  excepts  dans  le  cas  ott  ces  actes  porteraient  atteinte  aux  droits  de 
souverainet^  du  pays  ou  aux  droits  des  nationaux.  C'est  poutquoi  les  commissions  roga- 
toires,  en  g^n^ral,  ne  se  transmettent  pas  aux  tribunaux  ou  aux  magistrats  strangers 
directement,  mais  par  la  voie  diplomatique,  de  mani^re  que  le  gouvernement  puisse  les 
examiner  avant  d'cn  autoriser  I'ex^cution  pour  s'assurer  qu'elles  ne  contiennent  rien  de 
contraire  aux  lois  de  I'l^tat.  Dans  le  cas  oh  une  commission  rogatoire  serait  transmise 
directement  de  I'^tranger  k  un  magistrat,  celui-ci  doit  I'envoycr  imm^diatement  au 
ministre  de  la  justice.  (Calvo,  Le  Droit  International  Th^rique  et  Pratique,  5^  Edition, 
sec.  889.) 

a  Nos  tribunaux  sont  souvent  d^l^gu^s  par  les  juges  Strangers;  une  instruction  de  M. 
le  garde  des  sceaux  contient  les  regies  d,  suivre  en  pareil  cas.     EUe  est  ainsi  con^iie: 

Les  magistrats  ne  doivent  d<5f«5rpr  aux  commissions  rogatoires,  en  matiftro  civile  qui  viennent  de 
i'^tranger,  aiitant  quVIIcs  leiir  sont  transmises  par  le  ministre  de  Justice,  qui  les  nyoit  du  mir.istre  des 
affaires  6trangferes,  avec  la  traduction,  s'il  y  a  lieu,  apr&s  examen.  *  *  ♦  Les  commissions  roga- 
toires  en  matiferc  civile  ou  pour  des  faits  qui  pourraient  donner  lieu  k  une  action  civil?,  doivont  fitre 
ex6cut6es  par  1?&  magistrats  sans  intervention  n^ssaire  des  parties  int^ress^cs.  Tout  fois,  les  par- 
ties sont  libres  d'intervenir,  rt  alors,  pou r  motiver  leurs  diligences,  elle^  peuvcnt  dcmanderaugreffier 
une  oxpMition  de  la  commission  rogatoire.  Tlors  le  cas  de  Tlntervcntion  spontan^e  des  parties  ou 
de  Tune  d'elles,  les  commissions  rogatoires  sont  ex^utoirrs  k  la  requAte  du  minist^re  public.  Les 
actes  qui  constatent  I'exdcution  d'une  commission  rogatoire  sont  envoy^s  par  le  parquet  auminist^re 
de  la  justice,  avec  un  dtat  de  frals  vis6  les  pitees  sont  ensuite  transmises  au  minist^re  des  affaires 
^trang^res. 
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The  authorities  quoted,  far  from  destroying  what  I  have  maintained 
in  my  opinion  in  support  of  the  doctrine  established  by  the  Institute 
of  International  Law  in  its  meeting  in  Zurich,  comes  to  confirm  my 
argument  in  all  its  conclusions. 

There  are  two  orders  of  facts. of  an  entirely  different  character 
which  Maitre  Poincarfi  confounds  to  the  extreme  of  pointing  out  a 
difference  between  the  Institute  of  International  Law  and  Mr.  Calvo, 
which  does  not  really  exist  in  this  matter. 

One  of  these  points  is  the  act  of  a  court  addressing  to  a  foreign  court 
a  petition  praying  it  to  perform  within  its  jurisdiction  certain  acts 
or  proceedings,  and  to  this  end  the  letters  rogatory  are  addressed 
directly  from  one  court  to  the  other.  The  other  point  is  that  of  the 
transmittal  of  said  letters  rogatory  addressed  by  a  court  to  another, 
which,  according  to  the  Institute  of  International  Law,  may  he  made 
through  diplomatic  channels,  and  according  to  Calvo  mv^st  be  always 
made  through  such  channels  and  not  otherwise. 

Calvo,  in  section  889,  already  quoted,  further  says:" 

The  request  for  such  cooperation  is  made  by  a  special  letter  whereby  the  court  or  judge 
concerned  asks  the  cooperation  of  a  foreign  court  or  judge  or  prays  such  court  or  judge  to 
perform  within  the  proper  jurisdiction  certain  acts  or  proceedings  that  the  petitioner  is 
unable  to  perform. 

To  solicit  or  pray  for  the  cooperation  of  such  foreign  judge  it  is 
necessary  to  address  him  directly  in  writing  a  letter  rogatory  as  done 
by  the  high  court  to  the  judge  of  the  Seine  in  the  following  form  quoted 
by  Mattre  Poincar^. 

United  States  of  Venezuela:  In  their  name  the  president  of  the  high  Federal  court  to  tlie 
citizen  civil  judge  of  the  first  instance  of  the  city  of  Paris.  ^ 

And  at  the  end  of  the  petition — 

Now,  therefore,  I  pray  the  citizen  judge  of  the  first  instance  of  the  city  of  Paris  to  be 
pleased  to  have  the  present  petition  (letters  rogatory)  executed,  pledging  reciprocity  in 
similar  cases  from  the  courts  of  the  Republic. 

To  this  M.  Poincar^  says  that  '4t  is  nothing  but  a  mere  courtesy." 
Exactly;  such  courtesy  is  what  is  expected  to  be  used. 

The  petition  or  letters  rogatory  wliich  a  court  or  judge  addresses  to 
another  being  prepared,  for  which  it  is  necessary  that  the  party  con- 
cerned should  go  to  the  office  of  the  secretary  (clerk)  of  the  court  and 
furnish  the  same  with  the  necessary  stamped  paper  upon  which  to 
extend  the  writ  in  reference  to  the  evidence  required,  the  correspond- 
ing revenue  stamps,  fees  for  copies  and  translation  when  such  is  neces- 
sary; then  such  acts  should  be  performed  as  are  necessary  for  the 

a  La  demandc  de  cette  cooperation  se  fait  au  moyen  d'une  lettre  sp^ciale  par  laquelle  le 
tribunal  ou  le  magistrat  qui  se  trouve  dans  ces  circonstances  sollicitc  le  concours  d'un  tri- 
bunal ou  d'un  magistrat  Stranger,  ou  le  prie  d'accomplir  dans  I'^tendue  de  son  ressort 
quelque  acte  de  procedure  ou  d'instruction  qu'il  nepeut  faire  lui-m6me.  (Calvo,  Le  Droit 
International  Th^orique  et  Pratique,  5®  Edition,  sec.  889.) 
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transmission  of  the  letters  rogatory  addressed  to  the  foreign  court  or 
judge  through  the  diplomatic  channels.  All  these  acts  should  be  per- 
formed by  the  interested  party,  who  receives  the  papers  in  order  to 
foster  their  transmittal  by  applying  to  the  department  of  foreign 
affairs. 

On  what  principle  of-intemational  law  or  on  what  authority,  ancient 
or  modem,  could  the  theory  be  founded  that  it  behooves  the  judge  in 
the  case  or  the  contrary  party — as  in  the  case  in  point,  the  Govern- 
ment of  Venezuela — to  perform  officiously  acts  which  only  the  inter- 
ested party  is  able  to  attend  to  with  due  diligence,  defraying  the  necesr- 
sary  expenses  and  fostering  their  execution?  And  so,  Mr.  Fiat,  the 
attorney  for  the  company,  assisted  in  its  defense  by  two  of  the  most 
distinguished  lawyers  of  Caracas,  T)rs.  Diego  Bautista  Urbaneja 
and  Ram6n  F.  Feo,  who  received  the  petitions  or  letters  rogatory 
addressed  to  Paris  and  Rome,  does  not  incur  any  liabiUty  because  he 
did  not  employ  in  the  transmittal  of  such  papers  the  diplomatic  chan- 
nels, nor  did  he  use  the  good  offices  of  the  department  of  foreign  affairs 
in  Caracas,  nor  did  even  apply  to  such  office,  and  the  Government  of 
Venezuela,  the  contrary  party,  is  to  be  made  liable  for  such  a  negli- 
gence, since  it  can  not  be  supposed  it  was  ignorance  or  the  dehberate 
purpose  of  not  giving  the  letters  rogatory  the  proper  course  so  as  to 
claim  later  on  that  the  proceedings  were  vitiated. 

According  to  M.  Poincar6's  theory,  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
and  the  high  Federal  court,  the  contrary  party  and  the  judge  in  the 
case,  should  perform  in  regard  to  Air.  Fiat,  the  attorney  for  the  com- 
pany, the  duties  of  counselors  at  law,  and  taking  him  by  the  hand,  to 
go  with  him  to  the  Venezuelan  foreign  oflBce,  legations,  or  consulates, 
which  were  to  attest  to  the  respective  signatures  and  then  to  the  post- 
office  where  the  papers  were  to  be  stamped,  certified,  and  mailed,  not- 
withstanding the  clearly  manifested  purpose  of  Mr.  Fiat  when  he  per- 
sonally received  the  letters  rogatory  of  not  trusting  to  others  such 
steps  for  the  transmission  of  the  documents. 

Our  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  contains  an  article,  reproduced  in  all 
such  codes,  which  has  been  in  force  in  the  Republic,  to  this  effect:** 

In  civil  matters  the  judge  can  not  take  action  against  a  party  except  at  the  request  of  the 
other  party,  unless  authorized  by  law  to  proceed  otherwise. 

Another  analogous  article  provides  that — ^ 

The  court  shall  maintain  the  parties  in  the  enjoyment  of  such  rights  and  titles  as  are  com- 
mon to  both  without  preference  or  inequality,  as  well  as  in  the  enjoyment  of  such  rights  and 
titles  as  arc  privative  to  each  party,  respectively,  according  to  the  provisions  of  law  or  the 
different  conditions  represented  in  the  action.     But  the  court  shall  not  allow  such  parties 

a  Art.  14.  En  materia  civil  el  Juez  no  puede  proceder  sino  &  instancia  de  parte,  salvo  el 
caso  on  que  la  ley  lo  autorice  para  obrar  de  oficio. 

b  Art.  27.  Los  tribunales  mantendr&n  6>  las  partes  en  los  derechos,  f acultades  y  gooes 
que  son  comunes  k  ellas,  sin  preferencia  ni  desigualdades,  y  en  los  privativos  de  cada  una 
de  ellas,  rospectivamcntc,  segun  los  acucrde  la  ley  &  la  diversa  condicidn  que  tengan  en  el 
iuicio.    Pero  no  podran  permitir  ni  permltirse  ellos  cztralimitaciones  de  nigun  g^nero. 
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Dor  allow  herself  to  exceed  the  authority  of  their  respective  rights  or  jurisdiction  in  any  case 
lokatever.    (Arts.  14  and  27,  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  1897.) 

It  was  not  facultative  of  the  high  Federal  court  to  perform  of  its 
own  accord  acts  tending  to  the  transmittal  of  the  letters  rogatory,  but 
in  this  case,  as  well  as  in  all  proceedings  in  the  action,  the  court  had  to 
act  by  request  of  one  of  the  parties,  as  the  law  does  not  authorize  it  to 
act  on  its  own  authority.  To  act  otherwise  would  be  to  exceed  its 
authority,  an  act  punishable  by  our  laws. 

Mr.  Fiat  has  not  even  pretended  to  maintain  the  fact  that  he 
endeavored  to  obtain  from  the  court  the  transmission  of  the  letters 
rogatory  through  diplomatic  channels,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  has 
confessed  that  he  requested  and  obtained  said  letters  and  sent  them 
directly  to  Paris  to  Mr.  Delort,  without  he  or  his  legal  advisers — who 
could  not  have  been  ignorant  of  such  means  of  procedure — ever  think- 
ing that  diplomatic  channels  should  be  employed.  The  consequences 
of  such  omission,  if  it  had  any  consequences  on  the  legal  action,  must 
be  suffered  solely  by  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  and  in  no 
way  by  the  opposite  party  or  the  Government  of  Venezuela. 

The  brief  of  the  company's  counsel  now  deals  with  the  third  cause 
or  grounds  for  invalidation  of  the  sentence — i.  e.,  irregularity  in  the 
pleadings  (plaidoiries) ,  M.  Poincar6  stops  to  discuss  the  fact  that 
the  representative  of  the  company  was  not  summoned,  nor  were  his 
counsel  to  enter  their  pleadings,  and  the  only  party  present  at  the 
time  set  for  such  pleadings,  according  to  the  records  of  the  case,  was 
the  State's  attorney  (iiscal  ruicional  de  Tuicienda).  I  have,  in  my  first 
brief,  most  carefully  examined  the  matter  and  have  established,  by 
quoting  the  respective  articles  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  and  the 
chronological  examination  of  the  minutes  of  the  case,  that  the  action 
was  never  suspended  for  motives  which  were  imputable  to  the  parties 
and  that  consequently,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  law, 
the  high  Federal  court  directed  that  the  pleadings  should  be  entered 
without  the  necessity  of  issuing  summons  to  the  parties  or  their  repre- 
sentatives. Had  the  court  acted  or  decreed  otherwise  it  would  have 
been  contrary  to  a  provision  specifically  set  forth  by  the  same  code,  to 
this  effect : 

After  summons  have  been  issued  to  answer  the  complaint  there  is  no  need  of  further  smn- 
mons  for  any  other  incident  of  the  proceedings  nor  the  summons  issued  shall  suspend  the  pro- 
eeedingSf  unless  specially  provided  for  to  the  contrary.o 

Such  action  on  the  part  of  the  court  would  have  been  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  article  394  of  the  same  code,  reading  thus:'* 

a  Art.  146.  Hccha  la  citacidn  para  la  litis-contestacidn,  no  habrd  noc«sidad  de  practi- 
carla  de  niievo  para  ningun  otro  acto  del  juicio,  ni  la  quo  se  mande  verificar  siiHpcnder&  el 
procedimiento,  4  menos  que  rosulte  lo  contrario  de  algima  dispsicidn  especial  de  la  ley. 

ft  Art.  394.  Conclufda  la  relacidn  se  oir&n  los  infoimes  verbalc\s  de  las  partes,  de  sus  abo- 
gados  6  apoderados,  y  so  lecrdn  las  quo  presentaren  por  escrito,  los  cuales  se  agregardn  & 
los  autos. 
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Upon  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  papers  in  the  case  {expedienie) ,  the  oral  state- 
ments of  the  parties  or  their  attorneys  or  representatives  shall  be  made  or  read,  if  in  writing, 
as  the  case  may  be,  and  added  to  the  record. 

This  article  does  not  direct  that  the  parties  be  summoned,  and  no 
such  provision  is  made,  because  the  parties  to  the  action  are  construc- 
tively present  during  the  hearing  from  the  day  they  are  summoned  to 
answer  the  complaint  without  further  summons,  except  in  such  cases 
as  are  specially  provided  for  by  the  law. 

The  high  Federal  court  is  not  authorized  to  alter  or  modify  the 
method  laid  down  by  our  laws  of  procedure,  but,  on  the  contrary,  must 
adhere  strictly  to  its  provisions.  Any  act  whatever  in  violation  of 
such  provisions  is  null  and  void.  It  was  based  upon  such  considera- 
tions, and  in  view  of  the  original  record  of  the  case  existing  in  the 
archives  of  the  high  Federal  court  that  I  stated  in  my  former  opinion 
that,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  sentence  '  ^  that  the  parties  be  notified  " 
was  not  duly  authorized  by  the  president  of  the  court  by  means  of  a 
legal  writ,  order,  or  decree  under  his  signature,  but  was  only  a  state- 
ment under  the  signature  of  the  clerk  of  the  court  (secretario)  who,  in 
conformity  with  the  laws  governing  our  method  of  procedure,  has  no 
other  powers  beyond  the  act  of  attesting  or  certifying  to  any  judicial 
acts,  decrees,  orders,  or  judgments  of  the  justices  of  the  court,  which 
should  always  be  made  in  writing  and  under  their  hand,  I  was  con- 
vinced that  the  Federal  court  had  not  ordered  such  notification  to  be 
made. 

Maitre  Poincar6  profits  by  this  remark,  which  I,  in  my  capacity 
of  an  arbitrator  was  entitled  to  make,  to  affirm  that  the  Venezuelan 
Government — 

found  itself  obliged  to  make  the  unfortunate  admission  that  the  sentence  "that  the  parties 
be  notified''  has  been  the  exclusive  act  of  the  clerk  (secretario)  and  that  the  court  was  not  a 
party  to  the. order. 

It  was  not  the  Government  of  Venezuela  that  made  the  statement 
in  question,  but  the  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  in  view  of  the  legal 
provisions  governing  the  case  and  of  the  minutes  in  the  record.  My 
opinion  was  based  upon  the  fundamental  fact  that  the  law  does  not 
provide  that  the  parties  be  summoned  when  the  hearing  has  not  been 
suspended  because  of  acts  of  commission  or  omission  for  which  the 
parties  are  answerable.  My  opinion  points  out  the  way  to  demon- 
strate that  the  high  Federal  court  did  not  infringe  any  provisions  of 
law,  as  might  be  apparent  from  the  sentence  in  reference,  which  is 
due  to  an  error  of  the  clerk,  having  no  validity  whatever. 

Mr.  Poincarr^  states  in  his  brief  that  the  Venezuelan  lawyers,  Drs. 
Diego  B.  Urbaneja  and  Ram6n  F.  Feo,  agree  in  their  statement  that 
the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  not  having  been  summoned  to 
appear  on  the  day  set  for  the  pleadings,  articles  109  and  162  of  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure  (1880)  ^  had  been  violated.     I  have  not  found 


tt  See  p.  255,  note. 
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amoijg  the  documents  and  papers  produced  by  the  company  any  writ- 
ten opinion  prepared  or  signed  by  said  jurists  to  which  credit  might 
be  given. 

The  company  has  pretended  in  several  documents  that  said  lawyers 
had  rendered  a  favorable  opinion  on  this  and  other  important  matters, 
but  such  opinions  duly  signed  and  verified  have  not  been  produced. 
The  fact  is  worthy  of  consideration  that  Dr.  Ram6n  F.  Feo  being  still 
in  Caracas,  and  it  being  an  easy  matter  for  the  company  to  obtain  a 
statement  from  him  during  the  sittings  of  the  commission  in  that 
city  and  his  testimony  on  the  facts  relating  to  the  action  before  the 
high  Federal  court,  such  steps  have  not  been  taken.  It  can  not,  there- 
fore, be  accepted  that  the  authority  and  learning  of  such  lawyers 
be  invoked  when  no  proofs  are  offered  that  they  are  or  have  been  of 
the  opinion  ascribed  to  them  in  this  matter. 

The  writer  of  the  brief  states  that  the  sentence  passed  was  not 
notified  either  to  the  representative  of  the  company,  Mr.  Fiat,  who 
remained  in  Caracas  for  over  a  year  after  the  sentence  was  parsed,  or  to 
the  lawyers  of  the  company,  who  lived  in  that  city,  nor  even  to  the 
liquidators.  This  requisite  of  notification  is  not  prescribed  by  our 
law  of  procedure,  except  in  criminal  cases.  In  civil  actions,  as  it 
has  been  shown,  the  parties  are  deemed  to  be  present  at  the  trial 
from  the  time  they  are  first  summoned  to  answer  the  complaint  and 
must  be  aware  either  personally  or  through  their  attorneys  of  all  the 
stages  of  the  proceedings.  It  should  be  noticed  that  at  the  date  of 
the  sentence,  October  14,  1891,  Mr.  Fiat,  although  still  residing  in 
Caracas,  was  not  the  representative  of  the  General  Company  of  the 
Orinoco,  in  liquidation,  as  he  had  resigned  since  October  11,  1890; 
that  the  company  appointed  Mr.  Bemab6  Planas  its  representative, 
and  that,  this  gentleman  having  refused  to  accept  such  commission, 
the  company  then  decided  to  send  Mr.  Berthier,  who  arrived  at  Cara- 
cas about  the  end  of  October,  1890,  leaving  some  time  in  July,  1891. 
Messrs.  Urbaneja  and  Feo  do  not  appear  as  being  representatives  of 
the  company  during  the  proceedings  before  the  high  Federal  court, 
but  simply  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Fiat  at  the  beginning  of  the  action. 
(See  complaint  to  the  minister  for  foreign  affairs  in  France  by  the  liqui- 
dators of  the  company,  foho  47,  and  the  minutes  of  the  proceedings.) 

As  regards  the  notice  to  the  liquidators  residing  in  Paris,  the  Fed- 
eral court  must  have  been  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  such  liquidators 
existed,  as  it  does  not  appear  that  the  court  was  informed  that  the 
company  had  gone  into  liquidation,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
such  steps  were  taken  on  May  30,  1890,  two  days  after  the  filing  of 
the  complaint  before  the  high  court.  The  company  kept  the  Vene- 
zuelan authorities  and  especially  the  high  Federal  court  ignorant  of 
the  fact  that  it  had  gone  into  liquidation — a  grave  omission  which 
sufficiently  explains  the  abandonment  of  its  representation  during 
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the  proceedings,  the  want  of  unity  and  cohesion  in  the  acts  for  the 
defense,  the  dillicuhies  had  with  the  letters  rogatory,  and  the  non- 
appearance of  the  new  attorney,  Mr.  Berthier,  at  the  hearing,  as  he 
was  then  exclusively  engaged  in  effecting  an  extra-judicial  compro- 
mise which  would  put  an  end  to  the  legal  action  and  insure  a  new 
contract  to  the  company  in  hquidation. 

In  the  second  chapter  of  the  brief  imder  consideration,  under  the 
head  of  *'Bien  fond6  de  la  demande,'^  the  author  directs  all  his  efforts 
in  support  of  the  following  claims: 

First.  That  the  agreements  entered  into  by  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  and  the  company  are  vitiated  from  their  origin,  becaiise 
of  dissimulations  which  have  substantially  altered  the  convention 
and  which  permitted  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  impose  upon  the 
consent  of  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco. 

Second.  That  in  the  execution  of  the  contract  the  Government  has 
n6t  kept  the  contracted  obligations. 

By  way  of  introduction,  the  author  of  the  brief  lays  down  the  fol- 
lowing premises : 

It  is  upon  the  basis  of  equity  that  the  arbitration  commission  must  pass  sentence. 

It  has  been  admitted  that  such  should  be  the  rule  controlling  matters  pending  between 
Venezuela  and  other  States,  and  the  protocol  relating  to  those  of  the  United  States  has 
established  in  this  connection  a  rule  applicable  in  this  instance  by  assimilation:  ^'The  com- 
missioners, or  in  case  of  their  disagreement,  the  umpire,  shall  decide  all  claims  upon  a  basis 
of  absolute  equity,  without  regard  to  objections  of  a  technical  nature  or  of  the  provisions  of 
local  legislation.'' 

It  is  not  possible  to  admit  the  principle  of  assimilation  advanced  by 
Mattre  Poincar6  in  regard  to  the  claims  submitted  to  the  decision  of 
the  umpire,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  Paris  protocol  of  February 
19,  1902.  The  terms  of  such  agreement  and  those  of  the  Washington 
protocol  of  1903  have  no  similarity  whatever;  on  the  contrary,  the 
contracting  parties  were  very  careful  to  declare  in  the  final  paragraph 
of  article  2  of  the  Paris  protocol  controlUng  the  present  commission, 
that  the  procedure  adopted  for  the  examination  and  settlement  of  the 
claims  referred  to  in  articles  1  and  2,  were  not  instituted  but  as  an 
exception,  and  did  not  invalidate  the  convention  of  1885 ;  and  that  by 
article  5  of  this  convention  the  high  contracting  parties  agreed  that: — 

leurs  repr^ntanta  diplomatiques  n'interviendront  point  au  sujet  des  r^lamations  ou 
plaintes  dcs  particuliers  conc«mant  Ics  affaires  qui  sont  du  ressort  de  la  justice  civile  ou 
p^nale,  d'apr^  les  lois  locales,  h  moins  qu'il  ne  s^agisse  de  dmis  d^  justice  ou  de  retards  en 
justice,  contraires  k  I'usage  ou  k  la  loi,  de  Tinex^ution  d'un  jugement  d^finitif ,  ou  en  fin,  des 
cas  oil,  malgr4  T^puisement  des  moyens  Idgaux,  il  y  a  violation  ^vidente  des  traits  ou  des 
r^les  du  droit  des  gens. a 


o  Their  diplomatic  agents  shall  not  interfere  in  the  claims  or  complaints  of  private  parties 
relating  to  such  matters  as  come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  or  penal  laws,  according 
to  local  legislation,  unless  in  cases  of  denial  o/*  justice  or  delay  in  the  administration  of  justice 
contrary  to  usage  or  law,  or  failure  to  execute  a  final  judgment,  or,  in  fine,  in  such  cases  where, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  all  legal  means  have  been  exhausted,  there  is  an  evident  viola- 
tion of  the  treaties  or  of  the  rules  of  the  law  of  nations. 
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If  the  declaration  that  the  procedure  adopted  to  submit  to  the 
examination  of  a  mixed  commission  the  claims  of  French  citizens  as  an 
exceptional  method,  which  was  not  to  invalidate  the  convention  of  1885, 
means  anything,  then  it  is  as  plain  as  daylight  that  this  commission  is 
bound  to  respect  the  sentences  or  decisions  passed  by  the  Venezuelan 
courts  in  accordance  with  local  le^slation  in  such  matters  as  come 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  or  penal  laws,  and  only  in  such  ca^es 
in  which  there  is  a  denial  of  justice  or  delay  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice, contrary  to  usage  or  law,  or  failure  to  execute  a  final  judgment,  or, 
in  fine,  in  such  cases  where,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  all  legal 
means  have  been  exhausted,  there  should  exist  an  evident  violation  of 
the  treaties  or  rules  of  the  law  of  nations,  that  this  commission  may 
approve  of  diplomatic  interference  and  so  fix  the  liability  of  the 
Government  of  Venezuela,  if  any. 

In  the  claim  entered  by  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  there 
has  been  submitted  to  this  commission  a  matter  which  comes  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Venezuelan  civil  courts,  as  the  rescission  of  the  con- 
tracts obtained  by  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  for  the  exploi- 
tation of  all  mineral  and  vegetable  products  of  the  alto  (upper)  Orinoco 
and  the  Amazonas  for  a  term  of  thirty-five  years  and  that  of  the 
tonca  bean  for  a  term  of  twenty-five  years  upon  the  vacant  lands  lying 
between  the  eastern  boundaries  of  the  Federal  territories  Alto  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas,  and  between  the  Orinoco  and  the  boundaries  of  Vene- 
zuela and  Brazil,  because  it  is  thus  established  by  the  constitution,  the 
laws  of  the  Republic,  and  the  fourteenth  clause  of  the  contract  of 
December  17,  1885,  reproduced  in  that  of  April  1,  1887,  reading  as 
follows: 

Any  doubts  or  controversies  that  may  arise  in  the  execution  of  the  contract  shall  be 
decided  by  the  proper  courts  in  the  Republic  in  confonnity  with  the  laws  thereof. 

The  sentence  passed  by  the  high  court,  as  coming  under  its  civil 
jurisdiction,  in  conformity  with  local  legislation  and  in  compliance 
with  the  solemn  agreement  entered  into  by  the  contracting  parties, 
which  is  the  supreme  law  controlling  bilateral  contracts,  can  not  give 
rise  to  diplomatic  intervention  nor  impose  upon  the  Venezuelan  Gov- 
ernment any  liability  growing  out  of  said  sentence,  unless  it  is  estab- 
lished beyond  doubt  that  there  has  existed  a  denial  of  justice  or  delays  in 
the  administration  of  justice,  contrary  to  usage  or  a  law,  or  that  a  final 
judgment  has  not  been  executed,  or  that  there  exists  an  evident  viola- 
tion of  the  treaties  or  rules  of  the  law  of  nations.  In  order  to  enter 
the  action  the  only  plea  that  it  has  been  possible  to  advance  is  that  of 
denial  of  justice,  as  regards  the  form  of  proceedings  and  the  substance 
of  the  action. 

In  regard  to  the  first  contention,  i.  e. — ^irregularity  in  the  form  of  the 
proceedings,  it  has  been  sufficiently  shown  that  the  grounds  advanced 
by  the  claimant  company  are  wholly  without  foundation.     In  refer- 
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ence  to  the  second  contention,  i.  e. — the  decision  on  the  substance  of  the 
action  for  rescission  of  the  contracts  entered  by  the  fiscal  de  hacienda 
before  the  high  Federal  court,  it  suffices  to  transcribe  the  very  same 
terms  employed  by  the  author  of  the  brief  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  hdgh  Federal  court  in  adjudging  the  rescission  of  the  contracts 
did  so  by  virtue  of  legal  provisions  governing  such  conventions  as  con- 
tain reciprocal  obligations,  in  view  of  and  upon  investigation  of  the 
proofs  produced  by  the  claimant  in  case  the  defendant  fails  to  show 
proof  in  support  of  the  exception  taken  at  the  hearing  of  the  case. 
Maitre  Poincarfi  says,  page  78  of  his  brief: 

EUe  (la  Compagnie  G^^rale  de  I'Ori^noque)  n'a  pu  prouyer  qu'elle  avait  remplie  ses 
obligations,  sauf  cas  de  force  majeure,  elle  n'a  pu  montrer  que  c'^tait  Ic  Gouvemement  qui 
avait  manqu^  k  ses  devoirs;  elle  n'a  pu  presenter  los  trfes  nombreuses  et  trts  int^ressantes 
attestations  Writes  qu'd  d^faut  d'enqu^te  r^li^rement  ouverte  en  France,  elle  avait  r^unies, 
qu'elle  ^tait  pr^te  &  foumir,  que  nous  r^sumerons  ou  citerons  plus  loin  et  qui  ont  ^t^  totale- 
ment  ignore  de  la  Haute  Cour.a 

Whose  fault  was  it  and  whose  the  liability  for  the  consequences  if 
the  Greneral  Company  of  the  Orinoco  did  not  know  how  or  did  not  wish 
to  defend  its  case  and  prove  its  exceptions  when  it  had  at  its  dis- 
posal all  the  legal  means  offered  by  the  Venezuelan  codes,  so  that  such 
proofs  and  testimony  would  not  be  wholly  ignored?  If  she  had  Mr. 
Fiat  as  her  representative  and  Drs.  Diego  B.  Urbaneja  and  Ram6n  F. 
Feo  as  her  legal  counsel,  why  did  she  not  make  use  of  her  means  of 
defense?  If  the  representative  or  the  counsel  did  find  any  difficulty, 
any  obstacle  having  the  color  of  denial  of  justice  or  of  delay  in  its 
administration,  why  is  it  that  they  did  not  enter  such  complaint 
before  the  same  court  or  did  not  file  a  protest  showing  such  irregular 
method  of  procedure?  Is  it  possible  that  at  the  end  of  four  years 
after  the  sentence  was  passed  such  experienced  lawyers  shoidd  find 
omission  in  the  proceedings  and  denials  of  justice  which  they  did  not 
detect  during  the  hearing  of  the  case  ? 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Government  of  Venezuela  established  with 
sundry  proofs,  not  objected  to,  the  truth  of  its  statements,  and  the 
high  court  of  justice,  by  means  of  personal  inspection  of  the  territory 
which  is  the  object  of  the  controversy,  investigates  and  weighs  such 
proofs  which  are  foimd  sufficient  to  adjudge  by  virtue  of  its  legal 
authority  has  not  fulfilled  the  obligations  created  by  the  contracts; 
and  in  conformity  with  article  1110  of  the  civil  code,  which  deals  with 
the  resolutory  conditions  of  contracts,  and  articles  1256  and  1163,  does 
declare  that  there  are  great  grounds  for  an  action;  that  the  contracts 
of  May  24,  1886,  and  May  31,  1887,  made  between  the  national  Gov- 

a  It  (the  General  Company  of  the  Ormoco)  has  been  unable  to  prove  that  it  had  ful- 
filled its  obligations  except  in  case  of  force  majeure.  It  has  not  been  able  to  show  that  it 
was  the  Government  which  failed  to  do  its  duty.  It  could  not  produce  the  immeDse 
amount  of  most  interesting  written  evidence  which  in  the  absence  of  depositions  regulariy 
made  in  France  it  had  gathered  and  was  ready  to  furnish,  and  which  we  will  quote  later  or 
epitomize  further,  evidence  which  was  totally  ignored  by  the  high  court. 
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emmenty  on  the  one  part,  and  Miguel  Tejera  and  Th.  Delort  on  the 
other,  of  which  the  company  was  the  assignee,  should  be  dissolved,  and 
condemns  said  company  to  pay  the  national  Government  the  sum  of 
40,048.62  bolivars  for  damages  to  the  State,  because  of  the  company's 
failure  to  execute  the  aforesaid  contracts,  besides  the  costs  of  the 
action.  Such  judgment,  rendered  by  the  highest  court  of  the  Republic 
and  for  fourteen  years  having  had  the  weight  of  res  judicata,  can  not 
be  reviewed,  except  to  the  grave  detriment  of  the  sovereignty  of  the 
nation,  by  any  court  of  arbitration  unless  such  judgment  contains  an 
essential  denial  of  justice  fully  established.  The  honorable  umpire  has 
at  his  disposal  abundant  material  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in  regard 
to  such  denial  of  justice.  The  honorable  umpire  well  knows  what 
such  phrase  means  when  dealing  with  a  sentence  rendered  by  a  court 
having  full  powers  to  pass  final  judgment  on  a  matter  submitted  by 
positive  law  and  by  the  will  of  the  parties  to  investigation  and  decision. 
The  honorable  umpire  is  well  aware  that  neither  sophisms  nor  far- 
fetching  arguments  nor  yet  more  or  less  specious  pretexts  can  annul 
the  action  of  the  res  judicata  and  brand  those  who  by  fundamental 
laws  have  been  intrusted  with  the  highest  oflSces  and  powers  to  admin- 
ister justice  to  have  been  guilty  of  denial  of  justice. 

There  are  proofs — there  are  documents  and  men\pranda — to  show  that 
the  company,  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  suit  for  resolution  of  the 
contract,  was  in  a  state  of  bankruptcy;  that  it  was  powerless  to  con- 
tinue the  attempts  at  development  and  steam  navigation  undertaken 
four  years  before ;  the  own  confession  of  the  company  to  the  effect  that 
it  had  engaged  in  a  venture  without  knowing  either  its  extent  or  its 
difficulties;  the  balance  sheet  presented  at  the  meeting  of  the  share- 
holders on  May  30,  1890,  showing  liabilities  three  times  as  large  as  the 
assets;  the  necessity  to  go  into  liquidation,  which  in  all  languages 
means  a  complete  paralyzation  of  business  operations;  the  company's 
schemes  of  becoming  first  an  English,  then  a  Belgian  association,  in 
search  of  new  capital,  the  loan  of  which  it  was  impossible  to  obtain  in 
France;  the  sending  to  Caracas  of  Mr.  Berthier,  eager  to  obtain  a  new 
contract  releasing  the  company  in  liquidation  of  the  former  contractual 
obligations,  freeing  the  company  of  the  suit  then  pending  before  the 
high  Federal  court  and  saving  it  from  the  wreck;  there  are,  in  fine,  the 
last  letters  of  Agent  Berthier,  in  which,  after  losing  all  hope  of  making 
a  new  contract  with  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  he  prepares  the 
groimd  for  a  large  claim ,  giving  out  as  its  main  foundation,  not  denials 
of  justice,  which  was  an  afterthought,  but  two  facts  which  had  just 
taken  place  on  the  Orinoco  River  and  which  in  time  would  give  them 
considerable  grounds.  The  first  was  that  the  governor  of  the  territory 
placed  out  of  commission  the  steamer  Meta  by  the  dismounting  of 
certain  valves  to  prevent  their  capture  by  the  revolutionists;  and  the 
second  event  was  an  armed  attack  against  the  small  steamer,  which  was 
on  the  point  of  being  captured.  All  this  will  be  examined  by  the  honor- 
S.  Doc.  633,  59-1 ^20 
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able  umpire,  who  is  to  decide  whether  the  sentence  of  the  high  Federal 
court  of  Venezuela  ordering  the  resolution  of  the  contracts  and  con- 
demning the  company  to  the  payment  of  an  indemnity,  very  small, 
however,  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  has  no  value,  as  claimed  by 
the  liquidators  of  the  company,  because  it  involves  a  denial  of  justice. 

In  connection  with  said  sentence  it  only  remains  for  me  to  analyze 
the  facts  which  constitute  the  first  of  the  causes  of  the  good  grounds 
for  the  indemnity  claim  before  mentioned,  which  the  author  of  the 
brief  bases  upon  the  dissimulations  which  altered  the  substance  of  the 
contract  and  permitted  the  Government  of  Venezuela  to  obtain  the 
consent  of  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco. 

Maitre  Poincar^  devotes  tbis  section  to  the  boundary  question 
between  Venezuela  and  Colombia,  which  the  King  of  Spain  decided,  as 
imipire,  by  the  award  published  in  the  Gaceta  de  Madrid,  March  17, 
1891.  This  event  has  come  to  be  the  main  stronghold  of  the  General 
Company  of  the  Orinoco,  which  has  gone  so  far  as  to  charge  Venezuela 
with  fraud  in  the  contracts  made  with  Miguel  Tejera  and  Th.  Delort, 
which  were  subsequently  conveyed  by  them  to  the  company.  In  my 
former  brief  I  dealt  with  these  singular  pretensions,  and  I  believe  I 
have  fully  confuted  all  the  assumptions  and  charges  that  Mr.  Delort 
in  the  first  place,  and  then  the  liquidators  of  the  company,  and  finally 
Maitre  Poincar6,  have  pretended  and  still  pretend  to  maintain  against 
the  different  administrations  of  Venezuela,  from  Guzm&n  Blanco  to 
Andueza  Palacio  alleging  that  the  company  was  kept  in  ignorance  of 
the  question  with  Colombia  involving  a  portion  of  the  vast  expanse  of 
territory  subject  to  the  concession. 

From  the  extensive  discussion  of  the  subject  by  Mattre  Poincar6 1 
will  note  the  following  points: 

The  Venezuelan  Government  says  now 

(It  is  not  the  Venezuelan  Government  that  says  it,  but  the  commis- 
sioner for  Venezuela  in  his  opinion,  page  31 — Opinion  of  the  Vene- 
zuelan commissioner  and  supported  by  indisputable  proof) — 

the  good  faith  in  which  Venezuela  was  possessing  a  certain  belt  of  her  territory,  which  was 
afterwards  adjudicated  by  the  umpire  to  the  Republic  of  Colombia,  relieves  its  Govern- 
ment of  all  responsibihty  in  the  concession  under  discussion,  the  object  of  which  never  was  a 
definitive  conveyance  but  the  development  of  natural  products  in  places  where  Venezuelan 
interests  had  already  been  created  and  the  authorities  of  the  country  dischai^ged  their  respec- 
tive duties. 

The  following  is  from  Maitre  Poincar^: 

Entendons  nous.  11  est  possible  que  vis-i-vis  de  la  Colombie  le  V^ndzudla  Mt  ^t^  posses- 
seur  de  bonne  foi,en  oe  sens  qu'il  esp^rait  obtenir  gain  de  cause  devant  Tarbitre.  Nous 
croyons  volontiers  que  c'est  \k  la  raison  du  silence  gard^  par  M.  le  Docteur  Urbaneja,  par  M. 
Tejera  et  par  le  G6n^ral  Guzm&n  Blanco. a 

ajjet  us  come  to  an  understanding.  It  may  be  possible,  that  as  far  as  Colombia  is  con- 
cerned, Venezuela  has  been  a  honajlde  possessor  in  the  sense,  that  Venezuela  expected  to 
gain  her  point  before  the  umpire.  We  are  willing  to  believe  that  such  is  the  reason 
of  the  silence  of  Doctor  Urbaneja,  Mr.  Tejera,  and  General  Guzmin  Blanco. 
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It  is  not  only  before  Colombia  that  Venezuela  has  been  a  honafde 
possessor,  nor  that  it  has  been  such  because  she  expected  to  gain  the 
point  before  the  umpire.  This  last  circumstance  we  do  not  find 
adopted  in  any  positive  legislation  nor  by  any  commentator  on  civil 
law  as  a  determining  condition  of  the  possessor  in  good  faith  against 
the  opposing  party. 

Let  us  see  the  award  of  the  King  of  Spain  as  the  arbiter  juris: 
Whereas  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  are  the  possessors  in  good  faith  of  territories  lying 
west  of  the  Orinoco,  Casiquiare,  and  the  Rio  Negro  rivers,  foiroing  the  boundaries  on  this 
side  as  assigned  by  the  aforesaid  ''real  c^dula"  of  1768  to  the  proinTu^of^^uiaTki,  and  whereas 
there  exist  in  said  lands  numerous  Venezuelan  properties  developed  in  the  loyal  belief  that  they 
lie  in  the  domain  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela^  *  *  *  it  is  expressly  assigned  to 
Venezuela  the  right  cfway  over  the  aforesaid  road,  it  being  understood  that  such  easement 
shall  cease  twenty-five  years  after  the  publication  of  this  award. 

How  does  civil  law  define  the  honajide  possession  ?  The  possessor  in 
good  faith  is  he  who  possesses  as  an  owner  by  virtue  of  a  just  title — 
that  is  to  say,  a  title  capable  of  conveying  ownership  even  if  the  title 
is  vitiated,  provided  such  vitiation  is  unknown  to  the  possessor.  As  a 
complement  to  such  definition,  civil  law  has  established  the  following 
principles,  which  are  a  part  of  the  Substantive  legislation  of  both 
France  and  Venezuela,  to  wit: 

Good  faith  is  always  presumed  and  whoever  alleges  bad  faith  must  prove  that  such  exists. 
It  suffices  that  good  faith  existed  at  the  time  of  the  acquisition. 

The  de  facto  possession,  when  it  is  continued,  uninterrupted,  peace- 
ful, public,  unequivocal,  and  with  the  purpose  to  hold  the  thing  as 
one's  own,  is  also  established  by  both  civil  and  natural  laws  as  a  title  of 
possession  capable  of  conveyance,  thirty  years  being  sufficient 
between  private  individuals  even  in  cases  where  there  is  no  title.  If 
Venezuela,  who  possessed  in  good  faith  the  territories  west  of  the 
Orinoco,  Casiquiare,  and  Rio  Negro,  and  there  developed  numerous 
properties  in  the  loyal  belief  that  they  lie  within  its  domain,  as  formally 
alleged  by  the  award  of  the  King  of  Spain,  at  least  since  the  date  of  the 
**real  cfidula"  of  May  5,  1768,  establishing  as  the  boundaries  of  the 
province  of  Guiana  the  rivers  Orinoco,  Casiquiare,  and  Rto  Negro, 
could  not  gain  the  point,  notwithstanding  the  fact  of  interrupted 
possession  in  good  faith  for  over  one  hundred  years  of  the  disputed 
territories  Venezuela  has  at  least  remained  in  the  enjoyment  coram 
gentibus  et  nationibus  by  the  just  award  of  the  umpire  the  title  of  bonu 
fide  possessor  of  said  territory,  because  she  had  established  therein 
valuable  properties  and  developed  them  in  the  foyal  belief  that  she 
exercised  over  them  immanent  sovereignity. 

After  the  preceding  demonstration  of  facts,  based  upon  indisputable 
documents,  what  is  the  weight  of  the  following  conclusion  of  Maitre 
Poincar6? 

Venezuela  could  not  guarantee  the  company  the  peaceful  possession  of  a  territory  under 
dispute.  Thus  she  granted  a  thing  which  was  tainted  with  a  concealed  vice,  since  it  was 
doubtful  whether  it  belonged  to  Venezuela,  and  she  knew  it. 
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By  all  these  reasons  which  helong  holh  to  the  realm  tf  natural  as  loell  <is  positive  laWy  Vene- 
zuela is  liable  to  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco.  The  latter  must  obtain  the  annul- 
ment of  the  contract  of  concession  because  of  substantial  errors  and  vice  in  the  consent,  and 
therefore  is  entitled  tb  an  indemnity  for  all  the  damages  caused  by  such  nullity. 

Let  us  compare  this  conclusion  ^v^th  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Th. 
Delort,  the  company^s  representative,  on  September  20,  18S8,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  minister  of  foment©  of  Venezuela,  who  had 
asked  him  certain  explanations,  transcribing  the  following  communi- 
cation of  the  department  of  foreign  relations  of  Venezuela: 

Sir:  The  envoy  extraordinary  of  the  Republic  of  Colombia  has  lodged  a  complaint  against 
the  publication  of  a  geographical  chart  and  a  report  of  the  company  of  the  upper  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas  in  which,  while  describing  the  boundaries  of  such' possessions,  a  vast  expojise 
of  the  territory  in  dispute  between  th^  two  countries  has  been  included  as  having  becji  granted. 
In  consequence  thereof  and  in  view  of  the  necessity  of  examining  the  chart  and  report  in 
reference,  I  beg  to  request  that  you  send  them  to  this  office,  if  you  have  them  in  your  depart- 
ment, and  if  not,  I  beg  that  you  request  from  the  representative  of  the  company  a  report  on 
whatever  has  been  done  in  this  matter,  as  well  as  the  chart  and  report  in  question. 

( Signed )  Ysturiz. 

The  statement  of  Mr.  Delort  in  answer  to  said  note  and  in  reference 
to  the  concealed  vice  and  error $in  the  consent  to  wliich  M.  Poincar6 
refers,  is  as  follows : 

The  company  is  not  ignorant  of  the  faet  that  the  frontier  between  Venezuela  and  Colombia 
is  in  dispute,  and  submitted  to  the  decision  of  the  Government  of  Spain.  In  cor^equtnce 
the  company  has  no  claim  whatever  to  make  in  this  respext  and  as  the  concession  originated 
from  the  Venezuelan  Government  it  {the  company)  is  well  aware  that  it  must  abide  by  the 
definitive  boundaries  that  may  be  fixed  for  this  Republic.  Up  to  the  present  the  com- 
pany has  not  extended  its  operations  but  to  «uch  points  as  are  occupied  by  Venezuelan 
authorities;  and  the  offices,  warehouses,  and  dependencies  are  in  Atures,  Maipures,  San  Fer- 
nando, San  C&rlos,  and  the  Brazilian  frontier  and  the  steamers  have  only  navigated  on  the 
Orinoco,  Casiquiare,  and  Guainia. 

(Signed)  Th.  Delort. 

Verba  volant,  scripta  manent 

Maitre  Poincar6  claims  that  that  evidently  important  portion  of 
the  letter,  as  he  states,  wtis  not  spontaneously  introduced  in  Mr. 
Delort's  answer.  So  we  have  now  that  it  is  not  the  alleged  ignorance 
in  which  the  company  was  kept  of  the  existence  of  the  question 
between  Colombia  and  Venezuela,  as  Mr.  Delort  declares  that  the 
company  was  not  ignorant  of  such  fact;  it  is  not  the  concealed  vice 
in  the  substance  of  the  contract,  since  Mr.  Delort  himself  states  that 
the  company  has  no  claims  to  make  in  this  regard,  and  finally,  it  is  not 
error  in  the  consent,  because  Mr.  Delort  avers  that  the  company  is 
well  aware  that  it  must  accept  the  frontier  which  shall  be  defi- 
nitively awarded  to  the  iRepublic.  The  lack  of  spontaneity  of  such 
statements  can  not  rob  them  of  their  intrinsic  value.  Is  it  perchance 
spontaneously  that  the  man  caught  in  the  very  act  of  putting  liis 
hand  into  some  one  else's  trunk — as  in  the  case  of  the  company,  wliich 
in  the  map  and  report  offered  to  the  stockholders,  when  about  to 
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form  the  company,  shows  as  her  own  definitive  grant  of  land  defining 
its  boundaries  a  territorj'^  disputed  by  Venezuela  and  Colombia — con- 
fesses, when  compelled  to  apologize,  that  appearances  may  be  against 
him,  but  that  he  simply  wanted  to  find  out  whether  the  trunk  was 
empty  ?  Whether  spontaneous  or  not,  the  statements  of  M.  Delort, 
in  reference  to  his  knowledge  of  the  arbitration  proceedings  the  igno- 
rance of  which  was  alleged  and  in  regard  to  the  fact  that  they  had  to 
abide  by  the  consequences  of  the  award  and  had  no  claim  on  this 
score,  are  decisive  and  cut  short  the  handy  boundary  question  between 
Venezuela  and  Colombia,  on  which  the  General  Company  of  the  Ori- 
noco finds  the  grounds  to  pretend  a  large  indemnity  from  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government. 

As  a  final  statement  on  this  point  and  not  to  leave  unanswered  a 
question  of  law  to  Vhich  M.  Poincar6  refers  in  his  brief,  that  of  the 
indemnification  the  vendor  owes  the  vendee,  the  concessions  being 
comparable  from  the  standpoint  of  the  obligations  of  the  assignor 
to  the  sale  of  incorporeal  rights,  I  will  only  say,  admitting  the  com- 
mon principle  that  the  assignor  is  liable  to  the  assignee,  in  assign- 
ments for  a  consideration  for  any  indemnification  growing  out  of 
concealed  defects  or  faults  in  the  thing  assigned  and  for  the  peaceful 
possession  of  the  thing  sold  or  conveyed,  which  is  a  principle  estab- 
lished in  the  Venezuelan  Civil  Code,  that  in  the  concessions  made  by 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  to  Messrs.  Miguel  Tejera  and  Th. 
Delort,  there  are  no  concealed  defects  or  vitiations,  because,  as  such 
grants  only  dealt  with <  the  exploitation  of  mines  and  development 
of  the  natural  products  which  lay  within  a  certain  belt  of  land,  such 
operations  have  not  offered  nor  could  they  offer  any  concealed  defects 
or  vice  for  which  the  grantor  is  responsible.  And  as  regards  the 
peaceful  possession  of  the  grant  made  with  reference  to  the  boundary 
question  with  Colombia,  the  grants  do  not  fix  any  particular  bound- 
aries, but  simply  mention  the  territories  of  Upper  (Alto)  Orinoco 
and  Amazones  in  the  first  contract  and  the  vacant  lands  lying  between 
the  eastern  boimdaries  of  the  Federal  territories  Alto  Orinoco,  and 
Amazonas,  and  British  Guiana,  and  between  the  Orinoco  and  the 
Umits  of  Venezuela  and  Brazil. 

The  good  faith  declared  in  favor  of  Venezuela  by  the  umpire,  who 
decided  the  boundary  dispute,  in  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  terri- 
tory Venezuela  was  occupying  with  animus  domini  and  the  award 
fixing  the  boundary  between  both  countries,  establish  as  regards  the 
extent  of  territory  the  development  of  which  was  the  subject  of  the 
contracts,  the  condition  juris  between  Venezuela  and  the  grantees 
in  the  matter  of  the  boundaries  of  the  territories  granted  to  be  devel- 
oped, which  are  only  designated  by  their  known  names,  without 
specifying  their  extent  or  their  precise  boundaries  in  the  contracts 
under  review. 
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On  the  other  hand;  the  question  of  indemnification  lies  between 
the  grantor  or  assignor  and  the  grantee  or  assignee,  and  in  the  devel- 
opment contracts  under  discussion  the  assignors  to  the  General  Com- 
pany of  the  Orinoco  were  Messrs.  Miguel  Tejera  (a  Venezuelan)  and 
Th.  Delort,  who  in  turn  had  obtained  such  contracts  from  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government.  All  questions  relating  to  the  concealed  defects 
of  the  thing  which  was  the  subject  of  the  contract  or  the  lack  of  title 
of  the  vendor  or  assignor  which  may  invalidate  it  grow  out  of  the 
contract  itself  and  at  the  very  moment  when  such  contract  was 
made. 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  never  discussed  with  the  General 
Company  of  the  Orinoco  the  question  of  the  development  of  the  ter- 
ritories of  Alto  Orinoco  and  Amazonas.  The  stipulations  to  that 
effect  in  the  respective  contracts  were  agreed  upon  by  the  Venezuelan 
Government  and  Messrs.  Tejera  and  Delort,  and  it  is  from  said  stipu- 
lations that  the  question  dealing  with  the  responsibility  of  the  con- 
tracting parties  may  originate.  The  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco 
could  only  claim  from  Messrs.  Tejera  and  Delort,  the  assignors  who 
made  the  transfer  in  favor  of  the  syndicate,  for  a  40  and  20  per  cent, 
respectively,  of  the  amounts  that  might  be  paid  out  as  dividends. 

It  is  also  worthy  of  notice  that  notwithstanding  the  knowledge  the 
General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  had  of  the  boundary  question  before 
September  28,  1888,  as  evidenced  by  the  above-mentioned  letter 
from  the  company's  representative,  Mr.  Delort,  the  company  did  not 
enter  before  the  high  Federal  court  in  the  proceedings  had  two  years 
later  for  the  rescission  of  the  contracts  any  exceptions  whatever  grow- 
ing out  of  tbe  boundary  question,  nor  advanced  any  claim  against 
the  grantors  or  assignors  for  a  guarantee  or  liability.  The  case  ended 
with  the  final  judgment  awarding  the  rescission  of  the  contracts  on 
October  14,  1891 — that  is,  seven  months  after  the  award  of  the  King 
of  Spain — and  such  declaration  of  rescission  for  failure  of  the  assignee 
company  to  carry  out  the  contracted  obhgations  destroys  or  invali- 
dates any  importance  the  liability  question  may  claim  as  affecting 
the  Government  of  Venezuela. 

Section  II,  Chapter  II,  of  Maitre  Poincar6's  brief  deals  with  the  fail- 
ure on  the  part  of  Venezuela  to  execute  her  contractual  obligations,  a 
question  which  was  examined  in  the  action  before  the  high  Federal 
court  of  Venezuela,  as  it  was  one  of  the  exceptions  filed  by  Mr.  Fiat,  the 
company's  representative,  who  answered  the  action  for  rescission. 
The  company  could  establish  nothing  in  favor  of  its  claims,  as  shown 
by  the  minutes  of  the  proceedings,  and,  quite  to  the  contrary,  the  sen- 
tence passed  adjudged  that  it  appeared  from  the  proceedings  that  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  had  fulfilled  on  its  side  all  the  obligations 
devolving  upon  the  Government  by  virtue  of  the  contracts  in  reference. 
The  charges  the  counsel  for  the  company  accumulates  in  his  brief 
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against  the  Venezuelan  Goveminent  are  in  their  large  majority  foreign 
to  the  obligations  entered  upon  by  the  Goveminent  as  regards  the 
grantees  or  concessionaries  to  allow  them  to  carry  out  the  develop- 
ment of  the  natural  products  and  the  mines  lying  within  the  territories 
in  the  contract  mentioned  by  their  names.  Such  exploitation  and 
development  operations  were  carried  on  by  the  assignee  company,  as 
far  as  their  limited  resources  would  allow,  as  shown  by  the  documents 
submitted,  and,  if  such  operations  were  not  favorable  to  the  ends  of  the 
company,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  but  of 
the  company,  which  accepted  the  execution  of  the  obligations  and 
agreements  contained  in  the  contracts,  which  absorbed,  nobody  knows 
how,  considerable  sums  for  administration  and  installation  expenses, 
and  expensive  and  inefficient  attempts  to  establish  navigation  on  the 
upper  Orinoco.  The  colossal  scheme,  as  confessed  in  several  docu- 
ments by  the  representatives  of  the  company,  was  undertaken  without 
knowledge  of  its  immense  difficulties  nor  of  the  territory  and  river 
network  which  were  to  be  the  object  of  the  improvements  to  be  made 
in  compensation  for  the  development  of  the  natural  products  and 
the  monopoly  of  steam  navigation  on  the  river  Orinoco  and  some 
of  its  affluents.  The  representatives  of  the  company  have  tried  to 
cast  the  blame  for  such  want  of  knowledge  and  for  the  castles  in  the 
air  built  by  the  promoters  of  the  company,  Messrs.  Miguel  Tejera  and 
Guzm4n  Blanco,  because  they  did  not  show  them  in  due  time  all  the 
difficulties  to  be  met  later  on  in  the  execution  of  the  contracted  obli- 
gations. Such  charges,  however,  do  not  affect  in  the  least  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  which  had  no  dealings  with  the 
General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  nor  was  bound  to  make  for  the  com- 
pany the  previous  survey  necessary  to  find  out  exactly  which  were  the 
obligations  contracted,  or  whether  it  was  possible  or  not  with  the  lim- 
ited capital  the  company  had  to  undertake  and  carry  to  a  successful 
issue  the  vast  plan  of  improvements  which  represented  for  the  com- 
pany, as  compensation,  the  right  to  develop  the  natural  products,  and 
to  enjoy  the  monopoly  of  steam  navigation  through  the  network  of  the 
Orinoco  rivers,  when  such  was  established  in  conformity  with  the  con- 
tract. To  such  considerations  we  must  add  the  fact  that  Mr.  Miguel 
Tejera  and  M.  Th.  Delort  were  the  promoters  of  the  syndicate  of  the 
General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  setting  aside  for  themselves  40  and 
20  per  cent,  respectively,  on  the  profits  of  the  company  as  a  compensa- 
tion for  their  concessions. 
Ijet  us  see  how  Maitre  Poincar6  describes  the  combination: 

The  beneficiary  in  the  contract  of  December  17,  1885,  Mr.  Miguel  Tejera,  had  close  rela- 
tions with  General  Guzmdn  Blanco.  He  had  been  connected  with  the  general  in  several 
importuit  business  transactions,  principally  in  the  Carenero  and  the  coinage  deals,  and 
without  wishing  to  offend  the  memory  of  these  gentlemen  (both  having  died),  it  might  be 
added  that  he  (Tejera)  passed  as  the  figurehead  {prite^nom)  of  General  Guzm&n.  Blanco. 

He  could  not  under  circvunstances  take  personal  chai^  of  the  Alto  Orinoco  scheme,  so  he 
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immediately  formed  the  means,  if  not  to  convey  it  to  another  grantee,  at  least  to  trust  it^ 
keeping  to  himself  certain  advantages  in  the  hands  of  a  Frendi  S3mdicate. 

It  was  thus  that  the  syndicate  of  the  Alto  Orinoco  was  established  in  Paris  in  Septem- 
ber, 1886. 

Such  candid  confession  plainly  reveals  the  origin  of  the  Creneral 
Company  of  the  Orinoco.  It  was  the  outcome  of  tacit  understanding 
between  the  two  grantors  of  the  contract  of  December  17,  1885, 
wherein  the  grantee  was  the  figurehead  of  the  grantor,  according  to 
the  statement  of  the  representative  and  coimsel  for  the  company. 
Such  crooked  contract  concealing  material  frauds,  according  to  the 
representative  and  counsel  already  mentioned,  was  accepted  by  a  finan- 
cial organization,  abandoning  to  the  beneficiary  40  per  cent  of  the 
profits.  It  is  not  necessary  to  be  a  financier  to  affirm  that  such  organ- 
ization was  doomed  to  death  from  its  inception,  and  that  under  the 
conditions  of  the  deal  and  the  contract  the  child  of  the  combination, 
the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  created  one  year  and  a  half  after- 
wards, or  on  March  10, 1888,  could  not  possibly  live.  Legitimate  busL 
ness  transactions  can  not  prosper,  unless  in  that  pure  atmosphere  of 
credit  and  trust,  which  is  only  found  in  the  road  labor  and  capital 
follow,  leading. to  wise  management  and  legitimate  though  moderate 
gain.  If  Messrs.  Tejera  and  Delort  had  appropriated  to  themselves, 
according  to  the  statutes  of  the  syndicate,'60  per  cent  of  the  profits, 
simply  because  they  had  transferred  to  the  syndicate  two  written  con- 
tracts without  any  positive  value,  could  it  be  expected  that  French 
capitalists,  who  are  as  conservative  as  clever,  would  contribute  to 
make  up  the  business  capital  indispensable  to  the  development  of  the 
scheme  within  its  proper  proportions  ?  Undoubtedly  it  could  not  be 
so,  and  that  is  why  the  company,  which  could  scarcely  get  together  a 
capital  of  1,500,000  francs,  when  it  was  estabUshed  in  March,  1888, 
had  liablLties  exceeding  800,000  francs,  made  up  of  a  debt  to  the 
coinage  association  of  491,486  francs  and  another  debt  due  M.  Chau- 
velot,  a  member  of  the  syndicate,  of  300,000  francs,  and  for  which 
600,000  francs  in  unassessable  stock  were  delivered  to  him.  Under 
such  circumstances  the  capital  on  hand  to  continue  the  colossal  scheme 
was  reduced  when  the  company  began  operations  to  the  amount 
of  400,000  francs.  Two  years  later  the  company  failed  with  liabilities 
amounting  to  2,741,084.27  francs,  its  credit  being  totally  exhausted 
(see  report  of  liquidation),  so  that  it  was  forcibly  driven  to  go  into  liqui- 
dation on  May  30,  1890.  Such,  and  no  other,  could  be  the  end  of  the 
company  when  the  beginning  was  tainted. 

I  beg  to  submit  to  the  honorable  umpire  with  this  additional  opinion 
and  an  annexed  portion  of  it  an  affidavit  duly  attested  containing  the 
deposition  made  in  Paris  on  June  6,  1903,  by  M.  Joseph  Hippolyte 
Andrau-Maural,  a  former  representative  and  attorney  in  Venezuela 
for  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  in  liquidation  from  the  latter 
part  of  1890  until  April,  1893. 
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Such  affidavit  contains,  in  confirmation  of  all  the  foregoing,  the  cir- 
cumstances and  the  facts  that  have  led  the  General  Company  of  the 
Orinoco  to  its  complete  disorganization  and  the  impossibility  to  con- 
tinue to  exist;  and  as  a  r6sum6  of  the  causes  which  produced  such 
results,  the  following  may  be  transcribed : 

The  scheme  was  neither  well  investigated  nor  seriously  prepared,  and  was  put  into  execu- 
tkm  in  the  worst  possible  manner.  The  scheme  fell  fatally  under  the  weight  of  universal 
reprobation,  a  bad  financial  position  from  the  start,  through  reprehensible  dealings  and 
detestable  management. 

This  affidavit  is  accompanied  by  several  letters  addressed  to  M. 
Andrau-Maural  by  M.  Roux,  liquidator  of  the  company,  and  M. 
Delort,  its  general  representative  in  Venezuela,  relating  to  the  liquida- 
tion operations  of  the  pending  transactions  in  the  Orinoco  region,  and 
instructions  to  open  with  the  Government  of  Venezuela  negotiations 
for  an  indemnification.  M.  Delort^  in  his  letter  of  November  25, 
1891,  states  (that  is,  one  month  after  the  sentence  of  the  high  court  had 
been  passed  adjudging  the  rescission  of  the  contracts  and  condemning 
the  company  to  the  payment  of  a  certain  amount)  in  part,  as  follows: 

Third.  The  sentence  of  the  high  count  has  condemned  the  company  to  the  payment  of  the 
sum  of  40,048.62  bolivars,  ir^icA  constitutes  a  new  credit  to  he  met  hy  the  liquidation. 

Will  the  Government  coUect  such  sum?  In  such  case  it  is  necessary  to  answer  imme- 
diately that  the  liquidation  belongs  in  the  first  place  to  the  creditors  recognized  before  the 
sentence  vxu  'passed,  and  thereupon  to  claim  from  the  Government  the  amoimts  due  to  the 
company  by  the  Departments  of  War  and  Navy.  (See  Planas's  letters  in  the  documents 
delivered  to  the  legation  and  Richard's  letters  on  the  requisitions  (seizures)  of  the  Libertadf 
a  small  steamer,  December,  1888,  and  January,  1889.  A  first  seizure  of  the  Ltbertad  took 
place  in  November,  1888,  to  carry  troops  from  Ciudad  Bolivar  to  Guayana  Vieja.) 

It  is  more  than  probable  that,  if  the  Government  does  not  make  a  claim  before  the  diplo- 
matic reclamation  is  entered,  it  will  do  all  that  is  possible  to  enter  such  claim  afterwards.  It 
isy  then,  an  advantage  no^  to  execute  any  liquidation  operations  until  the  moment  the  claim  is 
filed  so  as  not  to  put  the  Government  on  its  guards  as  it  may  then  pretend,  because  of  its  credit 
either  to  follow  or  else  to  inspect  the  liquidation  operations. 

Then  follows  a  description  of  the  assets  of  the  liquidation  in  Vene- 
zuela, consisting,  as  stated,  of  the  following: 

1.  Floating  property.  5.  Furniture,  writing  materials,  etc. 

2.  Property  in  the  warehouses.  6.  Animals,  carts,  wagons,  etc. 

3.  AU  kinds  of  merchandise  in  stock.  7.  The  cattle  ranch. 

4.  Real  property.  8.  Bills  for  collection. 

The  same  letter,  further  on,  states: 

It  is  very  difficult,  almost  impossible,  to  issue  a  priori  instructions:  it  is  necessary  to  follow 
the  events  and  to  know  how  to  get  the  best  out  of  them.  It  suffices  to  establish  on  the  one 
hand  the  basis  of  the  compromise,  in  case  such  may  be  agreed  upon,  and  on  the  other  hand 
the  direction  matters  should  take,  in  case  the  Venezuelan  Government  should  be  obstinate 
and  not  accept  a  friendly  settlement. 

I.  In  case  of  compromise: 

In  our  position  before  the  French  legation  we  can  not  undertake  to  do  anything  without 
its  consent  from  the  moment  the  diplomatic  daim  has  been  entered. 
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(Such  claim  was  never  directly  entered.  It  is  now  that  it  has  been 
entered  before  the  mixed  commission,  but  not  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment directly.) 

The  letter  of  instructions  further  says: 

It  seems  to  me  clear  that  the  Govermnent  will  do  nothing  and  will  hear  nothing  before 
such  claim  has  been  presented,  that  is,  delivered. 

Only  in  that  case  the  Government  would  perhaps  like  to  enter  into  a  compromise.  In 
that  c&se,  with  whom  shall  the  Government  enter  negotiations? 

With  the  French  legation  it  would  be  difficult  (for  the  Government)  to  enter  into  a  scheme 
of  underhand  negotiations  {tripotages)  and  clandestine  commissions  which  are  the  basis  of  all 
transactions  and  the  reason  of  all  dealings.  This  is  why  direct  negotiations  with  the  legation 
may  very  probably  fail.  But  the  men  in  power  are  too  shrewd  to  make  a  mistake  and  they 
will  probably  try  to  negotiate  directly  or  indirectly  by  any  means  with  the  representative  of 
the  company.  In  this  case  you  must  keep  the  legation,  which  will  certainly  not  interfere, 
informed  of  all  the  negotiations. 

To  give  the  honorable  umpire  an  idea  of  the  methods  employed  to 
get  a  heavy  indemnity,  the  foregoing  paragraphs  are  quite  sufficient. 

As  a  further  complement  to  this  brief,  I  beg  to  submit  another  affi- 
davit of  the  same  gentleman,  M.  Andrau-Maural,  stating  which  was  the 
property  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco  in  liquidation  w^as  pos- 
sessed of  in  the  Orinoco  region  in  1891,  when  said  Andrau-Maural  was 
appointed  as  its  representative.  After  that  date  two  years  elapsed  in 
the  condition  expressed  in  the  testimony  bearing  number  3,  to  which 
I  have  referred  in  this  writing,  as  abandoned,  left  in  the  open,  and 
exposed  to  the  destructive  action  of  the  climate  and  the  elements  in 
such  remote  country.  I  conscientiously  took  into  consideration  the 
deterioration  and  natural  loss  suffered  by  the  property  and  for  what- 
ever the  Government  of  Venezuela  might  be  responsible  on  account  of 
the  established  seizure  of  a  small  portion  of  the  property.  I  found 
the  positive  value  of  such  to  be  sufficiently  compensated  with  the  sum 
of  40,448.62  bolivars,  which  the  company  in  liquidation  should  have 
paid  for  damages  according  to  the  sentence  of  the  high  Federal  court, 
besides  costs  of  the  action  which  the  company  w^as  also  condemned 
to  pay. 

For  the  reasons  stated  in  my  former  brief  and  for  the  reasons  I  now 
state  I  maintain  my  opinion  that  the  claim  entered  against  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  is  totally  unfounded  and  must  be  rejected. 

NoRTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  9,  1905, 
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After  having  read  the  additional  memoir  of  my  honorable  colleague 
I  can  only  maintain  the  conclusions  of  the  prior  memoir.  Faithfxil  to 
the  rule  of  conduct  which  I  have  traced  for  myself  to  remain  within  the 
field  of  impartiality  which  is  suitable  to  an  '^arbitrator"  (for  that  is  the 
title  which  the  protocol  gives  me)  I  shall  not  follow  Doctor  Patil  in  the 
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discussion  which  he  engages  with  M.  Poincarfi,  advocate  of  the  plain- 
tiff party.  Besides,  this  would  be  useless,  the  umpire  having  in  hand 
the  two  briefs,  and  being  able  as  well  as  myself  to  form  an  opinion 
after  having  read  them.  I  shall  content  myself  then  with  present- 
ing to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Plumley  a  few  observations  which  are  suggested 
to  me  by  this  additional  memoir  upon  some  points,  foreign,  however, 
in  their  very  f oimdation,  to  the  matter,  but  upon  the  subject  of  which  I 
differ  absolutely  from  the  opinion  of  my  honorable  colleague.  In  the 
first  place  it  is  a  question  of  the  manner  in  which  we  have  understood, 
my  colleague  and  myself,  the  r61e  of  '*  arbitrators"  which  has  been 
intrusted  to  us  by  our  respective  Governments.  I  have  not  at  all 
wished  to  censiu'e  Doctor  PaCd  about  the  maimer  in  which  he  has  under- 
stood his  duties;  he  had,  according  to  the  protocol,  the  entire  freedom 
to  understand  them  as  he  has  done.  I  have  only  wished  to  state  to  the 
umpire  that  I  was  not  placed  upon  the  same  ground.  I  have  insisted 
upon  remaining  an  "arbitrator"  and  not  to  become  the  advocate 
of  one  of  the  parties;  I  have  pronounced  myself  conscientiously  with 
all  impartiality,  without  being  afraid  to  reject  the  pretensions  which  I 
found  without  foimdation  or  exaggerated.  It  is  because  I  have  fixed 
for  myself  this  line  of  conduct  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  give  to  my 
honorable  colleague  as  he  requests  of  me  the  "arguments"  on  which  I 
base  my  ideas.  An  arbitral  award,  like  an  ordinary  judgment,  ought 
not  and  can  not  rest  itself  upon  "arguments."  The  arbitrator,  like 
the  judge,  ought  only  to  give  the  reasons  which  have  convinced  him 
and  led  to  his  decision,  but  in  this  particular  case  I  have  stated  the 
reasons  for  my  decision  since  I  have  said:^ 

In  failing  in  the  obligations  which  it  had  assumed,  in  deceiving  the  company  by  its 
dissimulation  which  changed  the  substance  of  its  agreements,  and  in  interfering  with  the 
management  of  the  concession  by  its  vexations  and  abuses  of  power,  the  Venezuelan  State 
has  brought  about  the  ruin  of  the  company. 

I  did  not  think  I  had  the  power  to  say  more.  I  have  thought 
that  in  explaining  thus  my  position  I  gave  to  my  decisions  an  authority 
which  they  would  not  have,  had  if  I  had  supported,  as  an  advocate, 
the  cause  of  the  claimants  as  my  colleague  has  sustained  that  of  the 
Venezuelan  Government.  I  have  not  bettered  the  arguments  of  the 
claimants;  I  have  contented  myself  with  weighing  them.  When  I 
have  accorded  indemnities  it  is  because  I  have  considered  these  argu- 
ments acceptable.  I  have  not  furnished  personal  "arguments."  I 
add  that  nothing  prevented  the  Venezuelan  Government,  defendant, 
from  imitating  the  claimants,  plaintiffs;  it  could,  in  order  to  relieve  its 
arbitrator  from  being  at  the  same  time  its  advocate,  positions  diffi- 
cult to  unite,  have  appointed  special  advocates  in  each  case  to  produce 
documents  and  to  call  upon  witnesses.  It  does  not  belong  to  me  to 
seek  for  the  reasons  why  it  has  not  done  so. 

a  Page  282. 
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In  the  second  place  I  maintain,  in  spite  of  the  explanations  given  by 
my  honorable  colleague,  that  the  phrase  of  the  minutes  "  to  see  if  it 
might  be  possible  to  arrive  at  an  agreement "  can  not  have  any  other 
sense  than  that  which  I  have  given  it  in  my  memoir.  To  refuse  this 
would  be  the  same  as  to  declare  that  it  has  no  sense,  that  which  I  can 
not  admit.  To  arrive  at  an  agreement  after  we  have  given  opinions  so 
diametrically  opposite,  it  would  be  necessary  that  each  of  us  grant 
concessions.  On  my  side  I  would  have  to  lessen  the  amount  of  the 
indemnity;  on  his  side.  Doctor  Patil  would  have  to  consent  to  accord 
one.  In  pronouncing  this  phrase,  which  he  himself  had  inscribed 
in  the  minutes,  my  colleague  then  considered  himself  the  possibility  of 
according  an  indemnity  to  the  company ;  there  is  no  getting  around  it. 

In  the  third  place,  I  agree  that  Mr.  Pietri,  Venezuelan  plenipoten- 
tiary had,  like  other  plenipotentiaries,  only  powers  ^*ad  referendum." 
This  does  not  avoid  the  fact  that  Mr.  Pietri  was  a  Venezuelan  vested 
with  high  official  character,  and  that,  despite  his  well-known  patriot- 
ism, despite  the  high  functions  with  which  his  Government  had 
honored  him,  despite  his  knowing  the  judgments  of  the  high  court 
condemning  the  company,  Mr.  Pietri  recognized  the  right  of  the  com- 
pany to  receive  eight  years  ago  an  indenmity  of  3,600,000  bolivars  in 
gold.     That  is  all  I  wish  to  establish. 

The  argument  that  my  honorable  colleague  gathers  from  the  refusal 
of  Congress  to  ratify  the  diplomatic  act  signed  by  Mr.  Pietri  has  in  my 
opinion  no  value.  In  fact,  it  is  true,  that,  if  instead  of  having  been 
accorded  by  sentences  of  arbitral  tribunals,  the  indemnities  fixed  by 
the  imipires  in  the  mixed  commission  had  been  the  result  of  diplomatic 
agreements  submitted  to  the  ultimate  ratification  of  Congress,  the 
latter  would  have  rejected  them  all  as  it  rejected  the  Pietri-Hanotaux 
protocol;  it  is  just  because  the  claims  of  foreigners  force  Venezuela  to 
such  a  plea  in  bar  that  it  has  been  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  arbi- 
tration, and  in  truth  I  do  not  think  that  one  can  demand  of  the  elected 
representatives  of  a  country  who  have  to  reckon  with  the  legitimate 
susceptibility  of  national  self-love  that  they  condenm  their  own 
country  with  the  impartiality  and  indifference  which  foreign  umpires 
alone  can  show. 

Then  my  honorable  colleague  maintains  that  it  is  the  large  amount 
of  the  indemnity  accorded  by  the  Pietri-Hanotaux  protocol  that  pre- 
vented Congress  from  ratifying  this  act.  I  admit  that  willingly,  but  I 
ought  to  remark  wthout  insisting  that  there  can  be  other  reasons  of 
which  we  are  ignorant  since  the  sitting  of  Congress  in  the  course  of 
which  this  protocol  was  examined  was  a  secret  session  and  no  journal, 
so  far  as  I  know,  has  been  published. 

In  the  fourth  place  I  ought  to  remark  in  the  additional  memoir  of 
my  honorable  colleague,  an  interpretation  of  the  protocol  of  February 
19,  1902,  entirely  unexpected.     Doctor  Pa(il  maintains  that  the  pro- 
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tocol  of  Paris  and  the  protocols  of  Washington  are  not  alike;  that  the 
first  does  not  give  the  arbitral  commission  the  same  powers  as  the 
second.  I  find  to  the  contrary  that  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
extent  of  powers  the  protocol  of  Paris  being  less  precise  is  by  that 
very  reason  broader  than  the  protocols  of  Washington. 

As  the  protocol  signed  at  Paris,  February  19,  1902,  the  protocol 
signed  at  Washington,  February  27,  1903,  has  suspended  the  applica- 
tion of  the  French-Venezuelan  convention  of  1885  which,  dtuing  all 
the  time  that  the  effect  of  these  two  protocols  remain  in  force,  is  a  dead 
letter.  Both  to  an  equal  degree,  have  been  exceptions  to  common  law 
represented  by  this  convention,  which  has  regained  its  force  only 
when  the  operations  are  ended  of  an  exceptional  order  provided  by 
the  protocols.  Only  while  the  protocol  of  Paris  announced  this  evi- 
dent truth,  the  protocol  of  Washington  considered  it  as  so  evident  that 
it  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  speak  of  it.  To  uphold  the  contrary 
would  be  to  maintain  that  the  protocol  of  Washington  abrogated  for- 
ever the  convention  of  1885,  that  which  would  not  be  the  business  of 
the  Venezuelan  Government,  would  not  displease  the  French  inhabiting 
Venezuela,  who  consider  that  this  convention  of  1885  deprives  them 
of  the  effective  protection  of  their  legation. 

This  sentence 

it  is  understood  that  this  procedure  *  *  *  is  instituted  only  as  an  exceptional  act  and 
does  not  invalidate  the  convention  of  November  26,  1886, 

signifies  that  as  soon  as  the  protocol  of  1902,  which,  having  created 
a  procedure  of  exceptional  arbitration,  shall  have  brought  forth  all 
its  effects,  the  convention  of  1885  will  remain  the  only  convention 
in  force  between  the  two  high  contracting  parties.  To  give  any  other 
sense  to  this  phrase  and  to  make  it  say  that  the  said  convention  is 
opposed  to  the  protocol  while  the  latter  is  in  application  is  to  put 
the  protocol  in  opposition  to  itself  and  to  take  from  it  every  kind 
of  significance.  Then,  like  the  commission  appointed  by  the  pro- 
tocol of  Washington,  like  the  arbitral  tribunal  which  rendered  its 
award  on  the  Fabiani  affair  at  Berne,  and  based  it  upon  denials 
of  justice  imputable  to  the  Venezuelan  tribunals  of  all  grades,  this 
commission  has  full  powers  to  examine  all  the  judgments  rendered 
by  all  the  Venezuelan  tribunals,  and  to  accord  indemnities  if  it  finds 
that  there  have  been  denials  of  justice.  To  adopt  any  other  inter- 
pretation, as  my  honorable  colleague  has  done,  refusing  to  this  com- 
mission the  power  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  high  Federal  court, 
would  be  to  take  away  from  the  protocol  of  Paris  its  efficiency,  which 
protocol  has  for  a  purpose  to  correct  failures  of  Venezuelan  justice. 
There  can  not  be  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  of  this,  and  in  the  course  of  our 
labors  at  Caracas  my  colleague  admitted  it  himself  when  he  consented 
to  accord  an  indemnity  to  the  claimant  Mr.  Rog6,  who  had  been 
unduly  condemned  by  a  Venezuelan  tribunal. 
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In  the  last  place  I  am  obliged  to  give  my  idea  of  one  of  the  dossiers 
which  my  honorable  colleague  has  joined  to  his  additional  memoir. 
This  dossier  represented  by  papers  forwarded  by  Mr.  Andrau  Moral 
was  handed  to  me  to-day,  February  10,  for  the  first  time.  I  have  the 
right  to  ask  myself  what  are  the  reasons  which  have  led  this  f oimer 
representative  of  the  company  thus  to  betray  the  company  which  he 
formerly  served.  Has  Mr.  Andrau  Moral  been  guided  only  by  the  love 
of  truth  and  the  search  for  justice?  Does  not  his  treason  result, 
rather,  from  positive  advantages  upon  the  natm'e  of  which  I  can  not 
insist?  Or,  indeed,  is  it  the  manifestation  of  a  hostility  which  might 
have  for  its  foundation  the  refusal  of  the  company  to  pay  certain 
sums  to  the  interested  party,  or  the  manner  in  which  the  latter  may 
have  thanked  him  for  his  services  ?  Of  these  three  reasons,  which  is 
the  one  which  has  induced  Mr.  Andrau  Moral  to  take  such  a  step  for 
the  purpose  of  injuring  the  company?  I  have  not  the  means  of  infor- 
mation sufficient  to  be  well  informed.  So  I  can  only  ask  the  umpire 
to  kindly  wait,  before  taking  iAto  consideration  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Andrau  Moral,  giving  no  value  whatever  to  his  insinuations,  the 
arrival  of  information  which  I  have  demanded  from  Paris  by  tele- 
graph upon  the  integrity  of  this  person  thus  appearing  at  the  last 
moment  and  upon  the  conditions  under  which  he  left  the  service  of 
the  company.  On  the  nature  of  this  information  will  depend  the 
credit  which  is  suitable  to  attach  to  his  statements.  As  for  the  letters 
of  Mr.  Delort  joined  in  the  original  to  the  factum  of  Mr.  Andrau  Moral 
we  can  see  only  the  manifestation  of  the  desire  of  the  company  to 
settle  this  claim  by  a  compromise  which  Mr.  Delort  with  his  experience 
of  men  and  things  in  Venezuela  thought  only  possible  after  a  diplo- 
matic action  should  have  been  engaged  in.  Besides,  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Delort,  referred  to  by  my  colleague,  if  anyone  wishes  to  read  it  from 
first  to  last  and  not  to  consider  it  as  an  extract,  is  not  intended  in 
truth  to  edify  one  with  regard  to  the  habits  of  the  '^  men  in  power  ''in 
Venezuela,  but  it  is  in  no  way  of  a  nature  to  spread  doubts  upon  the 
right  of  the  company  to  receive  the  indemnity  which  I  persist  in  con- 
sidering as  due  it. 

NoETHFiELD,  February  10,  1905. 


EXHIBIT  TO  THE  FOREGOING  OPINION. 

Reverting  to  the  "P.  S."  joined  to  my  memoir  sent  to  the  umpire  to  explain  my  opinion 
on  the  claim  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco,  I  have  the  honor  to  ren  it  to  the  Hon. 
Mr.  PluiTiley  the  following  telegram,  which  I  received  this  day  from  Mr.  Delort.  I  translate 
it  from  the  telegraphic  style  to  facilitate  the  reading. 

Paris,  February  13,  1905. 

I  became  acquainted  with  Mr.  Andrau  Moral  at  Caracas  in  1880.  He  asked  me  for  employ- 
ment. Tlie  minister  of  France,  Mr.  de  Tallenay,  gave  me,  as  information,  that  he  had  been 
obliged  to  leave  the  French  army  for  misdemeanor.    He  then  came  to  seek  his  fortune  at 


ADDITIONAL   OPINION    OF   FBENCH    COMMISSIONER.  319 

the  mines  of  Callao,  married  at  Ciudad  Bolivar,  entered  the  company  of  the  Orinoco  in  1891 , 
being  chosen  by  the  agent  of  the  company  at  Ciudad  Bolivar  without  the  director  of  the 
company  at  Paris  being  informed,  to  take  command  of  the  boat  Libertddy  which  he  lost  the 
same  year  in  a  strange  manner.  I  found  him  at  Caracas  in  October,  1891^  and  his  relations 
represented  him  as  the  representative  of  the  Hquidation  during  a  very  short  time.  He 
demanded  money  cx)ntinually  and  w^as  a  very  active  agent  for  the  claim  against  the  Venezue- 
lan Government.  We  do  not  then  understand  his  protest.  In  1893  he  received  the  order  of 
the  liquidators  to  transmit  his  power  and  documents  to  Mr.  Maninat,  a  new  representative. 
lie  left  the  company,  taking  away  important  pieces  from  the  dossier  and  was  sent  from 
Venezuela  in  1893  by  P*resident  Ci-espo  for  an  act  of  indelicacy  notoriously  well  knowii.  He 
came  to  Paris  to  ask  me  for  a  loan  and  forgot  to  pay  me.  I  have  not  seen  him  since  and  the 
liquidators  remain  without  news  from  him.  His  protest  without  right,  value,  or  reason  is 
an  infamous  and  inexcusable  act.  Wait  the  dossier  which  we  are  forwarding  you  and  which 
will  fnmish  proofs.     Please  send  copy  of  the  protestation. 

(Signed)  Deix>rt. 

When  the  dossier  mentioned  reaches  me,  I  will  present  it  as  a  second  annex  to  my  memoir 
after  having  shown  it  to  my  honorable  colleague. 

E.  DE  Peretti  de  La  Rocca. 
NoRTHFiELD,  February  13,  1905. 

The  French  arbitrator  has  the  honor  to  remit  to  the  umpire  a  dossier  of  twelve  exhibits 
which  has  just  been  sent  to  him  by  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  in  view^  of  destroy- 
ing the  effect  which  may  have  been  produced  by  the  protestation  of  Mr.  Andau  Moral 
remitted  by  the  Venezuelan  arbitrator.  It  will  be  enough  for  Mr.  Plumley  to  read  the  letter 
of  Mr.  Andau  Moral  of  the  date  of  June  19, 1893,  and  to  compare  iCwith  his  letter  of  1904  to 
take  account  of  the  authority  which  the  declarations  of  this  person  may  have  that  the  com- 
pany seems  justified  in  accusing  him  of  having  written  his  protestation  for  money.  In  fact 
the  19th  of  June,  1893,  Mr.  Andau  Moral  wrote  to  the  liquidators  of  the  company : 

"I  put  myself  at  your  disposal  for  the  st«ps  to  be  taken  to  obtain  from  the  Government 
the  support  which  is  necessary  for  the  liquidation  to  bring  to  a  head  the  legitimate  claims 
against  Venezuela." 

As  for  the  letter  of  Mr.  Delort  of  November  25, 1891,  which  my  colleague  tries  to  use  as  a 
weapon  against  the  company,  I  will  remark  to  Mr.  Plumley  that  the  company  itself  produces 
a  copy  of  it  in  the  support  of  this  claim.  I  maintain  that  there  has  not  been  any  line  of  this 
letter  from  which  one  can  raise  an  argument  against  the  legitimacy  of  the  claim  in  question. 

E.  DE  Pebetti  de  La  Rocca. 

NORTHFIELD,  MoTch  1,  1906, 


NOTE  WITH  REGARD  TO  M.  ANDRAU   MORAL  FOR   M.  DE  PERETTI  DE   LA   ROCCA. 

On  his  arrival  in  Caracas,  October  25,  1891,  he,  M.  Delort,  was  received  by  M.  Andrau 
Moral,  and  great  was  his  surprise  for  he  believed  him  to  be  on  the  Orinoco  on  board  the 
Libertady  which  he  commanded.  He  was  ignorant  in  fact  of  the  loss  of  this  steamer  of  which 
he  had  not  yet  received  the  news  on  his  departure  from  France.  M.  Andrau  Moral  was  not 
unknown  to  M.  Delort  of  whom  he  had  asked,  in  1880,  to  be  appointed  on  the  mission  which 
the  Messrs.  Perifere  had  sent  to  Venezuela  to  study  the  resources  of  this  country  and  the 
business  enterprises  which  might  succeed  there. 

M.  Delort  had  been  placed  at  the  head  of  this  mission.  In  the  programme  of  the  investi- 
gation were  included  the  four  mines  of  Callao  and  M.  Andrau  Moral  had  come  from  Callao, 
where  he  had  been  employed,  to  Caracas  to  offer  his  services,  but  the  information  gained 
with  regard  to  hira  by  the  Marquis  de  Tallenay,  ^hargd  d'affaires  of  France  in  Venezuela, 
prevented  the  acceptance  of  these  offers.  M.  de  Tallenay  informed  M.  Delort  that  M.  Andrau 
Moral  had  been  obliged  to  leave  the  French  army  for  misdemeanor.  In  1883  M.  Delort  ran 
across  M.  Andrau  Moral  at  Panama,  where  he  was  in  the  employ  of  the  Inter-Oceanic  Canal, 
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and  since  that  time  he  had  not  seen  him.  After  the  failure  of  the  enterprise  of  the  canal, 
M.  Andrau  Moral  had  come  back  to  Ciudad  Bolivar,  where  he  had  married  a  Venezuelan  girl 
in  1879.  He  obtained,  in  1891,  from  the  agent  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  in 
liquidation,  M.  Boulissi^re,  the  command  of  the  steamer  Libertad.  M.  Bculissi^re  did  not 
inform  the  people  at  Paris  of  this  nomination,  so  that  the  liquidators  found  it  out  onlj 
through  the  report  of  the  said  agent  relative  to  an  attack  on  this  steamer  in  April,  1891,  by 
the  armed  bands  of  Valentini  Perez. 

After  the  loss  of  the  Libertad  in  August  M.  Andrau  Moral  had  come  back  to  Caracas.  He 
explained  to  M.  Delort  that  going  up  the  Orinoco  August  6,  at  5.15  in  the  morning  at  about 
8  miles  from  Buenavista,  the  Libertad  had  encountered  a  squall  from  the  east  so  violent 
that  the  steamer  had  capsized  in  a  moment  and  was  wrecked  by  the  explosion  of  the  boiler  a 
moment  later.  It  was  a  great  loss  to  the  company,  the  steamer  having  cost  a  hundred 
thousand  francs.  At  any  other  time  M.  Delort  would  have  wished  to  make  an  investigation 
with  regard  to  the  responsibility  of  M.  Andrau  Moral  in  the  loss  of  the  said  steamer  of  which 
he  was  the  captain;  but  he  was  so  preoccupied  with  the  situation  that  the  judgment  of  the 
high  court,  rendered  October  14, 1891 ,  was  going  to  cause  to  the  liquidation  of  the  company 
that  he  laid  aside  this  investigation  for  (he  time.  He  had  taken  counsel  of  the  advocates  of 
the  company  as  to  the  measures  to  be  taken  and  as  the  latter  saw  no  other  action  possible 
than  a  claim  through  diplomatic  means,  it  was  necessary  to  prepare  this  by  evidence  for  the 
chaig^  d'affaires  of  France  at  Caracas,  M.  de  Lacvivier.  M.  Andrau  Moral  was  at  that  time 
on  excellent  terms  with  the  said  charge  d'affaires.  He  offered  M.  Delort  to  aid  him  in  his 
work  which  he  was  rushing  as  much  as  possible  in  order  to  return  to  Paris  where  his  presence 
was  necessary.  It  was  necessary  to  be  acquainted  with  Venezuela  and  Caracas  to  under- 
stand the  position  in  which  M.  Delort  was  placed.  The  president.  Dr.  Andueza  Palacio, 
whom  he  knew  very  well  and  for  whom  he  had  even  had  the  opportunity  to  render  a  service 
some  years  before  when  he  was  in  a  precarious  position,  refused  to  receive  him,  and  the 
ministers  followed  his  example.  The  representative  of  the  liquidation,  M.  Fiat,  'v^o  had 
become  an  employee  of  the  Government,  had  handed  in  his  resignation  and  wishod  to  with- 
draw through  fear  of  compromising  himself.  For  M.  Delort  personally,  it  was  all  ri^t,  but 
it  was  not  necessary  that  he  should  speak  of  the  Orinoco.  No  merchant  would  have  accepted 
the  representation  of  the  company  through  fear  of  the  Government.  In  such  circumstances 
M.  Delort  was  well  pleased  at  finding  in  M.  Andrau  Moral  a  person  who  did  not  fear  to  com- 
promise himself  in  openly  supporting  the  company,  and  as  M.  Delort  did  not  wish  to  remain 
at  Caracas  more  than  one  month  he  had  with  the  said  Andrau  Moral  the  advantage  of  the 
man  already  acquainted  with  the  affair  auditing  able  to  prosecute  it  effectively  with  the 
French  legation  where  he  was  very  well  regarded.  M.  Delort  then  thought  no  more  about 
an  investigation  with  regard  to  the  loss  of  the  Libertad.  He  considered  the  faults  of  youth 
as  peccadillos  to  be  forgotten,  and  he  prepared  M.  Andrau  Moral  to  continue  in  the  business 
of  which  he  had  laid  the  foundation. 

Moreover,  M.  de  Lacvivier  encouraged  M.  Delort  in  this  respect.  On  going  away  the 
latter  left  to  M.  Andrau  Moral  the  instructions  of  which  a  copy  is  here  attached,  but  not  wish- 
ing, however,  to  invest  him  with  powers  of  attorney  without  the  approbation  of  the  liqui- 
dator, M.  Roux,  he  remitted  in  blank  the  said  powers  to  the  legation  of  France,  awaiting  the 
decision  of  the  liquidator. 

M.  Andau  Moral  was  known  to  Doctor  Urbaneja,  legal  counsel  of  the  company,  whose 
advice  he  was  to  follow.  M.  Delort  went  back  to  France  and  arrived  in  Paris  the  Idth  of 
December.  He  had  to  explain  first  the  situation  of  the  company  in  Venezuela  and  the 
liquidator  wished  to  call  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  to  explain  it  to  them.  M.  Delort  had 
brought  to  M.  Roux  a  letter  from  M.  Andau  Moral,  dated  November  15,  offering  him  his 
services,  a  copy  of  the  reply  of  M.  Roux,  dated  the  24th  of  December,  1891,  being  annexed. 
M.  Andau  Moral  wrote  again  to  the  liquidator  offering  once  more  his  services,  dated  the  17th 
of  November. 

January  5  M.  Roux  telegraphed  to  M.  Andrau  Moral  that  he  agreed  to  give  him  the  powers 
of  attorney.    M.  Andau  Moral  wrote  to  M.  Delort  the  5th  of  January  a  letter  to  be  for- 
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warded  to  the  liquidator,  in  which  he  declared  that  he  would  demand  payment  of  a  regular 
salary  and  otherwise  he  spoke  of  accepting  other  offers  which  were  made  him.  M.  Roux 
replied  to  him  by  a  first  letter  of  the  25th  of  January  and  then  by  a  second  letter.  As  a 
result  of  this  correspondence  M.  Andrau  Moral  had  represented  the  liquidation  provisionally 
from  the  date  of  the  departure  of  M.  Delort  the  Idth  of  November,  to  January  5,  1892,  and 
officially  from  January  5, 1892,  to  February  25, 1892,  on  which  date  he  received  the  letter 
informing  him  that  M.  Maninat  had  been  selected  and  that  he  was  to  turn  over  his  powers 
to  him. 

But  M.  Maninat  to  whom  they  had  written  at  the  same  time  to  represent  the  company, 
did  not  put  himself  forward  in  this  affair,  at  this  time,  made  no  reply,  and  took  no  steps  with 
M.  Andrau  Moral  who  continued  to  represent  the  company  voluntarily, hut  he  had  really  noth- 
ing to  do.  Affairs  remained  thus  during  the  whole  year  of  1892,  which  was  exceedingly 
troublesome  in  Venezuela  because  of  the  civil  war,  the  fall  of  Doctor  Palacio,  and  the  final 
victory  of  General  Crespo.  M.  Maninat  had  come  to  France  toward  the  close  of  1892  and 
they  had  prevailed  upon  him  to  accept  the  power  of  attorney  of  the  company.  A  letter  was 
written  to  him,  of  which  a  copy  is  added.  M.  Maninat  on  his  arrival  at  Caracas  went  to  the 
legation  to  demand  the  dossier  of  the  documents  relative  to  the  claims  of  the  Company  Oen- 
eral  of  the  Orinoco  in  liquidation.  He  was  then  informed  that  M.  Andrau  Moral  had  taken 
possession  of  some  important  exhibits  and  had  gone  away  without  returning  them,  and  of 
this  act  M.  Maninat  informed  those  at  Paris.  M.  Delort  demanded  these  documents  of 
M.  Andrau  Moral,  who  replied  that  he  had  left  them  with  his  cousin  Mat  hew  Valery,  at  La 
Guaira  M.  Delort  then  communicated  with  this  said  Valery  who  pretended  to  have  sent 
them  back  again  to  M.  Andrau  Moral  and  sent  a  letter  herewith  attached,  a  copy  of  which 
was  transmitted  to  M.  Andrau  Moral  who  declared  that  the  agent  of  the  post  in  question  had 
remitted  nothing  to  him. 

Finally  M.  Andrau  Moral  has  restored  nothing.  M.  Andrau  Moral  was  without  personal 
resources  and  he  expected  to  receive  regularly  from  the  liquidator  a  monthly  allowance 
which  would  permit  him  to  live.  He  complained  much  because  the  liquidator,  M.  Roux,  had 
not  wished  to  assist  him.  But  at  this  time  the  liquidation  had  some  heavy  expenses  to 
meet  in  regulating  other  affairs  more  important  than  a  salary  to  M.  Andrau  Moral.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  dossier  of  the  company  ought  first  of  all  to  have  been  examined  at  the  min- 
istry of  foreign  affairs.  There  was  really  nothing  to  be  done  at  Caracas,  as  M.  Andrau  Moral 
himself  knew.  They  did  not  see  under  these  conditions  the  necessity  of  paying  him,  and 
the  offer  which  M.  Roux  had  made  him,  placing  to  his  credit  some  settlements  to  be  made 
.  later,  was  a  gratuitous  kindness.  Nevertheless  he  drew  several  checks  upon  M.  Roux  and 
M.  Delort,  together  2,500  francs,  drafts  which  were  paid.  That  could  not  continue  and  M. 
Delort  urged  him  while  waiting  to  take  some  employment.  M.  Andrau  Moral  had  been  able 
to  win  the  good  will  of  M.  de  Monclar,  so  that  he  got  him  the  appointment  of  consular 
agent  of  France  at  La  Guaira,  to  which  he  added  the  consular  agency  of  Colombia  in  this 
same  port.  So  in  this  manner  he  found  the  means  of  existence.  Unfortunately  he  had 
many  political  friendships  and  in  this  time  of  troubles  of  expulsions  and  of  flights  he  aided 
in  the  flight  of  certain  compromised  men.  M.  de  Monclar  did  not  pardon  him  for  thi.s  fault 
and  had  him  replaced.  He  then  went  to  ask  M.  Orsi  de  Monbello  to  take  him  into  his  busi- 
ness in  order  to  help  him  to  get  a  living.  M.  Orsi  de  Monbello  was  in  high  favor  of  General 
Crespo,  who  placed  him  in  chaise  of  certain  works,  for  which  he  was  paid  in  advance  to  a 
certain  amount,  which  is  not  common  in  Venezuela.  M.  Andrau  Moral,  who  was  notorious  at 
Carcacas,  got  rid  of  part  of  these  advances  for  him,  and  General  Crespo  learning  about  it 
sent  him  out  of  Venezuela,  causing  him  to  embark  oflicially  at  La  Guaira.  M.  Andrau  Moral 
came  to  Paris.  This  was  in  April,  1893.  M.  Delort  welcomed  him  kindly  and  aided  him  so 
far  as  he  could  in  his  plans,  which  he  continued  to  pursue.  M.  Roux  also  welcomed  him  and 
remitted  to  him  what  he  could.  But  the  question  of  money  always  being  the  main  tiling, 
M.  Andrau  Moral  drew  upon  M.  Roux  from  Ajaccio,  where  he  had  gone.  M.  Roux  refused 
to  accept  and  then  received  a  letter  of  regular  blackmail. 
S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 21 
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But  M.  Andrau  Moral  changed  his  mind,  and  June  18, 1893,  he  wrote  to  the  liquidators, 
again  offering  them  his  services,  but  this  time  for  proceedings  to  be  made  at  the  ministry  of 
foreign  affairs,  where  he  pretended  to  have  influence  powerful  enough  to  act  and  to  bring  to 
a  successful  end  the  legitimate  claims  of  the  liquidations  in  Venezuela.  And  it  is  after  such 
a  letter  that  M.  Andrau  Moral  protests  against  the  claims  of  the  Company  General  of  the 
Orinico. 

The  liquidators  of  the  company  heard  nothing  further  from  M.  Andrau  Moral  after  this 
letter  of  June  18,  1893,  and  M.  Delort  has  had  no  news  from  him  since  1896.  How,  under 
these  conditions,  could  M.  Andrau  Moral  make  a  protest  and  to  what  end  ?  It  can  not  be  for 
the  remainder  of  the  credit  which  he  may  have  upon  the  liquidation,  for  it  is  to  that  alone 
that  he  ought  to  have  addressed  himself.  He  has  no  cause  of  complaint  against  the  liquida- 
tion nor  against  M.  Delort ;  however  the  protestation  which  he  has  made  has  for  an  end  to 
injure  the  liquidation  and  M.  Delort :  but,  then,  what  object  was  he  pursuing  ?  M.  Andrau 
Moral  is  not  a  man  to  act  without  interest,  and  for  him  interest  is  money. 

That  is  why  his  action  aside  from  its  lack  of  right,  value,  and  iieasnn  is  contemptible 
and  can  only  place  in  confusion  those  who  search  to  use  it,  making  in  a  way  a  common  cause 
with  him. 

Th.  Delobt. 

Pasis,  February  17, 1906, 


OPINION  OF  THE  TTMFTRE. 

The  liquidators  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco,  a  French 
company,  presented  their  claim  through  the  Gk)vemmMit  of  France 
before  this  honorable  commission  at  its  sitting  in  Caracas  in  1903, 
claiming  indemnity  in  the  sum  of  7,616,098.62  francs  of  date  July  10, 
1902. 

The  claim  having  received  the  careful  consideration  of  the  honorable 
commissioners,  they  found  themselves  in  serious  disagreement,  the 
honorable  commissioner  for  France  deeming  it  just  that  there  be 
awarded  the  liquidators  the  sum  of  7,000,000  francs,  while  the  hon- 
orable commissioner  for  Venezuela  refused  them  any  sum.  The  claim 
was  therefore  reserved  for  the  consideration  of  the  umpire,  to  whom 
it  was  presented  at  the  sitting  of  the  commission  at  Northfield  on  the 
13th  day  of  February  last. 

Nothing  is  in  controversy  but  the  merits  of  the  claim. 

It  arises  out  of  two  concessions  granted  by  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment. The  earlier  was  to  Miguel  Tejera,  a  Venezuelan,  through 
Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco,  plenipotentiary  of  the  Republic  of  Venezuela, 
at  Paris,  France,  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1885,  and  was  approved 
by  the  Congress  of  the  conceding  Government  May  21,  1886,  made 
executory  May  24,  and  published  in  the  Official  Gazette  of  June  5 
of  the  same  year.  The  other  was  from  the  respondent  Government 
to  Theodore  Delort,  made  at  Caracas  April  1,  1887.  It  was  approved 
by  the  Federal  council,  later  by  the  national  Congress,  May  26,  1887, 
became  executory  May  31,  and  was  promulgated  June  13  of  the  same 
year. 

The  concession  to  Miguel  Tejera  was  contained  in  fifteen  articles 
and  comprised  certain  valuable  privileges  to  and  certain  compensa- 
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toiy  requirements  of  him  in  substance  as  next  hereinafter  stated. 
To  the  concessionary  was  granted  the  exclusive  right  to  exploit  all 
the  mineral  and  vegetable  productions  of  the  territories  of  Upper 
Orinoco  and  Amazonas;  to  construct  railroads,  telegraph  lines,  and 
canals,  such  as  he  might  think  suitable  for  the  development  of  the 
territories  and  the  expansion  of  the  enterprise,  giving  notice  always 
to  the  national  Government  of  the  time  when  such  works  were  to  be 
commenced  and  submitting  to  the  Government  the  plans  thereof; 
the  free  importation  of  all  material,  implements,  and  instruments 
necessary  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  railroads  and 
their  equipments  and  the  boats  and  their  equipments;  a  rebate  of 
10  per  cent  from  the  regular  customs  duties  on  all  other  imports  by 
the  concessionary;  the  ownership  in  fee  of  all  lands  occupied  by  the 
conceiSsionary  for  farms,  pasturage,  or  industrial  purposes;  6  hec- 
tares of  land  in  fee  to  the  concessionary  for  each  immigrant  intro- 
duced into  the  said  territories  as  provided  for  in  said  concession,  the 
same  in  all  cases  to  be  taken  out  of  Government  lands;  immunity 
to  the  enterprise  from  any  and  every  impost  or  contribution  to  or 
for  Governmental  support;  right  of  navigation  of  the  lower  Orinoco 
and  of  exit  or  entry  for  his  boats  by  the  canal  Macareo;  that  during 
the  term  of  the  concession  the  Federal  Government  was  not  to  treat 
with  any  other  person  or  company  for  the  exploitation  of  mineral 
or  vegetable  products,  steam  navigation,  and  railroads,  these  being 
declared  to  be  the  basis  of  the  contract;  the  privilege  of  assigning 
the  concession  in  whole  or  in  part  to  any  other  person,  persons,  or 
company,  limited  only  to  giving  notice  of  such  transfer  and  assign- 
ment to  the  Government  of  the  Republic;  the  concession  to  continue 
for  thirty-five  years  from  the  date  of  its  ratification;  at  the  expiration 
of  this  time  all  railroads  of  more  than  10  kilometers  constructed  by 
the  enterprise,  all  Unes  acquired  by  the  enterprise,  and  all  mines  ex- 
ploited by  it  were  to  continue  to  be  its  property  until  the  end  of 
ninety-nine  years  from  the  date  of  ratification. 

The  obligations  imposed  upon  the  concessionary  by  the  terms  of 
the  contract  were  in  substance  these  : 

To  construct  narrow-gauge  railroads  around  the  rapids  of  the  Atures 
and  the  Maipures  in  the  Orinoco,  the  construction  to  be  commenced 
within  eight  months,  counting  from  the  date  on  which  the  ratification 
of  this  contract  should  be  communicated  to  the  concessionary;  to 
establish  steam  navigation  on  the  upper  Orinoco,  the  Casiciuiare,  and 
the  Rio  Negro,  the  first  boat  to  be  in  those  waters  within  six  months, 
counting  from  the  date  when  the  construction  of  the  railroad  should 
be  begun ;  to  introduce  at  his  own  expense  into  the  said  Territories  an 
annual  number  of  immigrants  not  less  than  500:  to  erect  a  building 
for  a  school  and  a  chapel  in  each  of  the  new  villages  which  should  be 
founded  at  his  expense:  to  construct  at  his  expense  two  barracks 
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suitable  to  accommodate  200  men  each,  one  of  which  should  be  near 
the  frontier  of  Colombia  and  the  other  in  the  neighborhood  of  the 
Brazilian  frontier,  both  at  points  which  should  be  selected  by  the 
Federal  Government  and  for  whose  approbation  the  plans  were  to  be 
submitted ;  to  introduce  into  the  said  Territories  at  least  three  Catholic 
missionaries  each  year  during  a  period  of  ten  years;  to  support  at  his 
expense,  at  the  most  suitable  places,  hospitals  and  pharmacies  for  the 
assistance  of  the  natives  and  immigrants  who  might  fall  sick  in  the 
work  of  the  enterprise;  to  pay  to  the  national  Government  during  the 
existence  of  this  contract  the  sum  of  40  bolivars  for  each  46  kilograms 
of  india  rubber  which  should  be  exported  to  a  foreign  coimtry;  to  send 
a  scientific  commission  to  explore  the  two  Territories  and  to  communi- 
cate to  the  Government  the  result  of  its  labors;  to  maintain  at  his 
expense  a  body  of  police  for  the  protection  of  his  works,  the  chief  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Federal  Government ;  to  proceed  to  the  exploita- 
tion of  the  vegetable  materials  in  such  manner  that  the  natural  plan- 
tations existing  might  be  preserved  in  good  condition;  to  be  respon- 
sible for  the  trees  which  might  be  destroyed  in  the  exploitation  of  the 
india  rubber  and  that  he  improve  and  benefit,  these  natural  planta- 
tions; to  yield  up  to  the  Government  all  the  property  of  the  enter- 
prise, which  was  to  become  the  property  of  the  nation,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  general  term  of  thirty-five  years,  excepting  the  properties 
named  heretofore,  which,  under  the  privileges  of  the  concession,  were 
to  belong  to  the  company;  to  permit  that  all  differences  and  contro- 
versies, which  the  carrying  out  of  the  concession  might  cause,  shoiJd 
be  resolved  by  the  tribunals  of  the  Republic  conformably  to  its  laws. 

The  enterprise  contemplated  by  the  Government  of  the  Republic 
and  by  the  concession  was  indeed  colossal. 

The  two  territories  included  in  the  concession  had  an  area,  as  stated 
by  Mr.  Tejera,  of  600,000  square  kilometers.  It  was  understood  to 
contain  vast  and  fertile  plains,  forests  covered  with  wood,  rare  and 
rich;  extensive  mines  of  gold  and  silver;  other  metals  and  precious 
stones,  and  for  immediate  exportation  and  profit  great  quantities 
of  india  rubber,  sarrapia,  and  oil  of  copaiba.  The  Orinoco,  2,000 
miles  long,  received  within  these  Territories  its  largest  tributaries,  and 
with  these,  above  the  Maipures  rapids,  had  thousands  of  miles  of 
navigable  waters,  extending  west,  east,  and  south,  and  beyond  the 
boundaries  of  Venezuela.  It  was  a  land  little  known  by  the  world 
at  large,  but  it  bore  the  charm  of  great  attributed  wealth  of  vege- 
table and  mineral  products,  the  exclusive  exploitation  of  which  passed 
to  the  concessionary  by  the  terms  of  the  contract. 

From  the  map  of  Venezuela,  as  then  constituted,  the  Orinoco  and 
its  eastern  confluents  were  all  within  the  domain  of  Venezuela,  while 
important  sections  of  the  western  affluents  lay  likewise  within  the 
Republic  and  imder  its  control.     The  concessionary  saw  in  these  facts 
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far-reaching  opportunities  for  exclusive  navigation  over  many  waters 
and  through  immense  regions,  and  there  came  to  him  visions,  not 
fanciful,  of  giant  fortunes.  There  was,  however,  little  genuine  knowl- 
edge of  these  Territories;  they  were  largely  unexplored  and  in  detail 
unknown.  It  afterwards  appeared  that  the  population  had  been 
decreasing  for  some  time  through  different  causes,  and  many  villages 
once  fairly  populous  were  reduced  to  very  few  inhabitants.  The 
rapids,  which  it  was  the  plan  of  this  concession  to  avoid  by  means  of 
railroads,  had  been  the  sufficient  cause  both  of  the  ignorance  of  the 
outside  world  concerning  lands  lying  beyond  them  and  of  a  paucity  of 
inhabitants,  of  enterprise,  and  of  improvements  therein. 

The  conditions  peculiar  to  a  tropical  country  had  added  to  the  usual 
factors,  making  early  explorations  and  investigations  dependent 
exclusively  upon  waterways.  The  rapids  had  cut  off  approach  from 
the  north  to  the  upper  Orinoco,  as  well  as  descent  therefrom.  The 
Casiquiare  joined  together  the  Amazon  and  the  Orinoco,  and  by  this 
means  the  sea  could  be  reached  with  freight  carrjdng  traffic  from 
these  Territories,  and  it  was  the  only  way  by  which  the  Territories  had 
been  open  to  navigation.  It  was  only  foresight  and  patriotism  which 
suggested  the  plan  proposed  in  the  concession  to  unite  these  separated 
sections  of  Venezuela  by  means  of  steamboats  and  railways  on  and  by 
the  Orinoco. 

While  the  enterprise  promised  much  to  its  promoters  financially,  it 
bade  fair  to  be  of  untold  value  to  the  Republic  of  Venezuela. 

A  French  syndicate  was  formed  September  1,  1886,  to  take  over 
this  concession,  which  was  merged  in  the  Company  General  of  the 
Orinoco.  This  company  was  organized  at  Paris,  France,  March  28, 
1887,. with  a  capital  of  1,500,000  francs,  composed  of  3,000  shares  of 
500  francs  each.  This  company  beame  the  legal  assignee  of  the  con- 
cession of  December  17,  1885. 

April  1,  1887,  at  Caracas,  the  Government  of  Venezuela  entered 
into  a  contract  with  Theodore  Delort,  a  French  citizen,  for  the  exclu- 
sive exploitation  of  sarrapia  for  a  term  of  twenty-five  years  within  the 
Government  lands  which  are  included  between  the  eastern  boundaries 
of  the  Federal  Territories  of  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  and  British 
Guiana  and  between  the  Orinoco  and  the  Venezuelan-Brazilian  fron- 
tier. 

In  addition  to  the  provision  concerning  sarrapia  there  was  granted 
by  the  Government  the  right  to  construct  railroads  and  telegraph 
lines  wherever  deemed  necessary  for  the  development  of  its  works  and 
to  establish  rates  of  transportation  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Government;  to  become  the  proprietor  in  fee  of  the  lands  occupied  by 
these  establishments;  to  receive  in  fee  one  hectare  of  land  for  each 
immigrant  introduced ;  to  import  free  of  duty  all  materi::ls,  machinery, 
and  tools  necessary  for  the  exploitation  of  sarrapia  and  for  the  con- 
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struction  of  steamers,  houses,  railroads,  and  telegraph  lines;  the  right 
to  cut  in  the  national  forests  the  wood  and  timber  to  be  used  in  all 
such  constructions;  to  have  all  these  privileges  exclusively  during  the 
term  of  the  concession;  to  have  the  unlimited  right  to  assignment  or 
transfer  of  said  contract  by  simply  advising  the  Government  thereof. 

In  return  for  these  privileges  there  were  certain  comp>ensatory  obli- 
gations resting  upon  the  concessionary  in  said  contract,  such  as  that 
Mr.  Delort  was  to  organize  a  company  with  sufficient  capital  to  carry 
on  the  exploitation  named ;  also  imposing  these  duties — to  j>ay  the 
National  Government  in  specie  50  bolivars  for  each  kilogram  of  sarra- 
pia  which  should  be  exported;  to  introduce  at  the  expense  of  the 
concessionary  immigrants  to  colonize  the  Territories  in  which  the 
exploitation  of  sarrapia  was  to  take  place;  to  establish  hospitals  and 
pharmacies  sufficient  for  the  immigrants  and  workmen  who  might  fall 
sick ;  to  introduce  Catholic  missionaries  to  catechise  the  natives  of  the 
Territories  where  the  exploitation  was  to  take  place;  to  establish  steam 
navigation  on  the  principal  branches  of  the  Orinoco  where  it  was  pos- 
sible within  the  Territories  included  in  the  contract;  totcarry  on  the 
exploitation  of  sarrapia  in  such  a  manner  as  to  keep  in  good  condition 
the  existing  plantations;  to  transmit  gratuitously  postal  correspond- 
ence. 

This  contract  was  also  taken  over  by  the  Company  General  of  the 
Orinoco,  and  it  became  the  lawful  assignee  thereof. 

Of  both  these  assignments  to  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco 
the  respondent  Government  had  due  and  sufficient  notice  and  advices. 

Prior  to  the  organization  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco 
the  syndicate  heretofore  referred  to  did  much  toward  preparing  the 
way  for  performing  the  duties  and  gaining  the  privileges  of  the  conces- 
sion; but  immediately  following  the  organization  of  the  company  the 
enterprise  was  pressed  faithfully  and  with  measurable  success.  Unex- 
pected difficulties  and  obstacles  were  met  and  overcome  so  far  as  the 
conditions  would  permit.  Steamboats  were  placed  on  the  lower 
Orinoco  for  navigation  between  Ciudad  Bolivar  and  the  Atures; 
between  the  rapids  of  the  Atures  and  the  Maipures  and  above  the  upper 
falls  for  the  service  of  the  upper  Orinoco.  By  May  2, 1887,  regular  com- 
munication had  been  established  between  Atures  and  Ciudad  Bolivar, 
the  trip  dowTi  taking  five  days  and  the  trip  up  about  ten.  By  the 
latter  part  of  1887  the  boats  on  the  upper  Orinoco  were  plying  between 
San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  and  Maipures  with  reasonable  regularity, 
accomplishing  the  service  in  about  twelve  days  from  San  Fernando 
to  Ciudad  Bolivar,  where  before  it  had  taken  three  months.  The 
distance  from  Ciudad  Bolivar  to  Atures  is  about  900  kilometers,  and 
from  Atures  to  Maipures  is  about  60  kilometers,  and  from  Maipures  to 
San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  is  about  400  kilometers. 

The  discovery  of  two  rapids  between  the  Atures  and  the  Maipures, 
not  named  in  the  contract  and  apparently  not  known,  practically 
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negatived  the  idea  of  a  successful  scheme  consisting  solely  of  two 
narrow-gage  railroads  of  about  10  miles  each,  one  passing  by  the  lower 
and  the  other  by  the  upper  rapids  with  carriage  by  boats  between 
these  two  points,  as  was  contemplated  by  both  parties  to  the  conces- 
sion. It  was  essential  to  a  wise  issue  that  there  be  one  railroad  only 
of  sufficient  length  to  include  both  rapids,  built  at  such  distances  from 
the  river  as  the  topography  of  the  adjacent  territory  required.  This 
would  necssitate  the  crossing  of  wide  and  deep  rivers,  affluents  of  the 
Orinoco,  and  would  entail  expensive  bridges  and  viaducts. 

Such  railway  would  cover  a  distance  of  60  kilometers.  One  feature 
of  the  Orinoco  not  understood  by  either  party  to  the  concession,  as 
it  would  seem,  was  the  mighty  flow  of  waters  in  a  certain  part  of  the 
season,  reaching  forty  feet  in  height  above  low-water  mark  and 
inundating  the  country  for  leagues,  especially  on  its  western  side, 
with  a  corresponding  paucity  of  the  waters  during  the  opposing  sea- 
son. The  successful  navigation  of  the  Orinoco  was  seriously  impaired 
by  these  facts  in  the  matter  of  accessible  ports  and  towns  of  stable  and 
organized  character  and  by  the  lack  in  parts  of  a  sufficient  depth 
of  water  at  its  lowest  ebb  for  the  passage  of  such  boats  as  the  general 
condition  of  navigation* in  the  upper  Orinoco  seemed  to  demand.  It 
also  prevented  the  railroads,  which  by  the  terms  of  the  concession 
were  to  be  built  around  the  upper  and  lower  rapids,  from  being  located 
near  the  banks  of  the  river  as  they  existed  in  the  .ordinary  flow. 

A  temporary  railway  was  constructed  around  the  lower  rapids  on 
the  right  and  around  the  upper  rapids  on  the  left  of  the  Orinoco  in 
order  to  lift  the  steamers  overland  and  to  points  where  they  could 
be  again  placed  upon  the  river  for  purposes  of  navigation  between 
the  rapids  and  above.  By  this  means  steam  navigation  was  estab- 
lished on  the  upper  Orinoco. 

These  railways  were  built  and  used  for  no  other  purpose.  They 
could  not  be  permanently  maintained  at  these  places  because  the 
annual  floods  would  lay  them  deep  beneath  the  waters. 

Instead,  pending  the  building  of  a  satisfactory  railroad  line,  cart 
roads  were  built  around  each  of  the  rapids;  carts,  mules,  and  other 
draft  animals  were  secured  and  maintained,  and  in  this  way  and  by 
these  means  and  by  the  aid  of  an  adequate  ferry  upon  the  Cataniapo, 
and  by  a  raft  upon  the  Tuparo,  the  products  from  the  Territories 
were  carried  by  the  rapids  and  taken  up  by  the  steamers  in  the  lower 
Orinoco,  and  similarly  transportation  was  effected  from  the  lower 
to  the  upper  Orinoco.  It  was  not  transportation  by  railroads  around 
the  rapids,  but  it  linked  together  steam  navigation  on  the  Orinoco 
and  opened  up  the  Territories  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  and 
this  outer  world  by  way  of  northern  Venezuela. 

Important  steps  in  the  construction  of  the  railroads  were  taken 
and  while  in  fair  progress  the  work  was  interrupted  and  prevented  by 
serious  inundations  covering  quite  a  period  of  time. 
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During  the  years  1887-^8  the  company  entered  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  a  railroad  from  the  mouth  of  the  Cano  Meta  to  the  Rio  Ventu- 
ario  above  the  great  rapids,  uniting  the  Caura  with  the  upper  Orinoco. 
The  progress  of  this  work  was  interrupted  when  twelve  leagues  had 
been  completed  by  the  impressment  of  the  workmen,  under  order  of 
the  Government  of  Caura,  to  be  used  as  troops  in  the  defense  of  the 
Government  against  the  revolution.  The  work  thus  interrupted  was 
never  completed. 

Contrary  to  the  early  expectations  of  the  projectors  of  the  enter- 
prise, it  was  impossible  to  obtain  the  requisite  labor  in  the  country 
where  the  work  was  to  be  performed,  and  it  became  necessary  to 
obtain  workmen  from  Ciudad  Bolfvar  and  even  from  Trinidad. 

In  the  Upper  Orinoco  a  census  of  all  the  workmen,  including  men, 
women,  and  children,  did  not  exceed  one  thousand. 

Stations  and  depots  were  duly  established  by  the  company  at 
Punta  Brava,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Caura,  at  the  ports  of  Perico, 
Salvajito,  Atures,  Maipures,  Vichada,  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo,  San 
Carlos,  and  at  the  Brazilian  frontier;  storehouse^,  workshops,  and 
supplies  were  at  the  stations  Atures  and  Maipures;  there  were  phar- 
macies at  all  the  stations  centralized  at  Puerto  Perico;  there  was  a 
chapel  and  home  for  the  priest  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo.  The 
company  also  established  herding  and  agriculture  at  La  Vichada. 

The  flora  of  the  territories  was  carefully  studied  and  reported  upon 
by  Doctor  Gaillard,  a  distinguished  expert,  the  result  of  his  investi- 
gations being  printed  in  two  volumes  and  presented  to  the  Venezuelan 
Government.  Explorations  were  made  on  the  rivers  Vichada,  Guavi- 
are,  Inirida,  Ventuario,  Atabapo,  Guainia,  and  the  Casiquiare. 

When  the  steamers  were  all  placed  as  used  in  the  enterprise  of  the 
company,  there  were  the  Libertady  Caronij  Caura,  and  the  Maipire 
for  navigation  between  Ciudad  Bolivar  and  the  lower  rapids;  the 
Meta  and  Maipures  between  the  rapids;  the  Atures,  Naroa,  Eva,  and 
San  Fernando  for  the  traffic  of  the  upper  Orinoco,  of  which  steamers 
the  first  two  made  occasional  trips  to  the  Brazilian  frontier  and  on 
the  liver  Atabapo  as  far  as  Javita  when  the  condition  of  water  per- 
mitted. By  means  of  the  boats  between  the  rapids  the  journey, 
which  formerly  occupied  three  or  four  days,  was  accomplished  by 
them  in  six  hours. 

The  company  made  careful  reports  of  its  proceedings  annually,  in 
1888,  1889,  and  1890,  and  these  reports  were  furnished  to  the  Vene- 
zuelan ministers  of  public  works  and  of  fomento,  so  that  they  were 
fully  advised  of  the  doings  of  the  enterprise. 

Agencies  were  established  by  the  company  at  San  Fernando  de 
Atabapo,  San  C6,rlos,  and  at  the  Brazilian  frontier. 

During  the  earlier  stages  of  the  enterprise  it  depended  for  infor- 
mation, to  a  large  degree,  upon  its  assignor,  Mr.  Tejera,  who,  in  addi- 
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tion  to  a  familiarity  with  the  general  characteristics  of  the  country, 
gained  in  his  department  of  minister  of  public  works  of  the  Republic 
of  Venezuela,  had  paid  official  visits  to  the  parts  involved  in  this  con- 
cession. Much  of  his  information  must  have  been  obtained  at  second 
hand,  after  all,  for  it  was  seriously  inexact  and  proved  so  misleading 
as  to  be  very  expensive  to  the  company. 

Experience  gave  the  enterprise  to  know  that  in  the  upper  part  of 
the  Orinoco  its  banks  and  -the  banks  of  the  Casiquiare  and  of  the 
Atabapo  were  completely  inundated  during  the  seasons  of  high  water, 
which  extended  over  a  period  of  four  or  five  months  and  attained  a 
very  serious  maximum  every  ten  or  twelve  years.  As  a  result  they 
are  uninhabitable,  except  at  certain  elevated  points,  and  the  distance 
between  these  points  is  sometimes  as  great  as  200  kilometers.  The 
company  found  the  native  population  very  much  scattered  and  estab- 
lished at  places  in  the  interior  both  above  and  beyond  the  reach  of  the 
annual  floods.  It  was  also  learned  that  there  was  no  agriculture  and 
no  live  stock;  that  even  to  sustain  life  in  these  regions  was  difficult  and 
many  died  of  hunger. 

The  annual  production  of  rubber  in  these  Territories  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  exploitation  of  the  Orinoco  did  not  exceed  40  tons.  There 
were  also  50  to  60  qilintals  of  copaiba  oil  and  a  few  tons  of  piassava, 
although  in  the  interior  there  were  great  opportunities  for  obtaining 
much  larger  products  of  all  these,  the  development  of  which  was  a 
part  of  the  plan  and  the  hope  of  the  company. 

Except  at  Atures  with  three  families  and  Maipures  with  one  family 
there  was  no  village  upon  the  banks  of  the  Orinoco  from  Cariben  to 
San  Fernando  de  Atabapo. 

In  February,  1889,  application  was  made  by  the  manager  of  the 
enterprise  to  the  minister  of  fomento  for  lands  which  had  been  visited 
and  selected  on  which  to  place  the  immigrants  who  were  expected  in  a 
few  months.  It  was  explained  in  this  communication  that  any  earlier 
bringing  of  immigrants  had  been  impossible,  since  the  company's 
means  of  transportation  had  been  inadequate  to  supply  their  needs,  as 
everything  on  which  they  were  to  subsist  at  first  must  be  brought  into 
the  country.  The  lands  selected  and  applied  for  were  situated 
opposite  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo.  No  reply  was  received  to  this 
application. 

In  the  early  part  of  the  year  1889, 370  head  of  live  stock  were  obtained 
in  Buena  Vista  and  were  sent  across  the  savannas  to  the  Vichada, 
where,  as  has  been  previously  stated,  an  Jiato  had  been  established. 

The  necessity  of  building  one  railroad  of  60  kilometers  to  go  round 
the  four  rapids  was  fully  developed  to  the  national  Government  by 
the  manager  of  the  enterprise  as  early  as  February  4,  1889.  A  state- 
ment of  the  probable  expense  was  given  at  the  same  time  and  the 
proposition  was  made  to  the  Government  that  a  7  per  cent  guarantee 
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be  made  to  secure  its  construction.  The  estimated  cost  was  60,000 
francs  to  each  kilometer.  No  reply  was  made  by  the  national 
authorities.  • 

For  the  two  years  of  1888  and  1889  the  company  had  a  regular 
monthly  service  from  Ciudad  BoHvar  to  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo, 
and  without  accident  carried  every  paying  passenger  who  offered  him- 
self for  transportation.  In  1888  General  Silva,  governor  of  the  Terri- 
tories Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas,  with  his  general  secretary  and  a 
large  staff,  went  from  Ciudad  BoHvar  to  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  to 
take  up  his  office  under  the  national  Government  in  the  boats  of  the 
company,  taking  with  him  also  his  troops,  thirty  soldiers,  his  baggage, 
and  his  provisions;  similarly  General  Silva  descended  the  Orinoco  in 
1889,  and  General  Cabellero,  receiving  his  appointment  as  governor 
to  succeed  General  Silva,  went  from  Ciudad  BoHvar  to  the  capital  of 
these  Territories  in  the  boats  of  the  company;  later  he  came  down  on 
leave  in  these  boats  and  again  went  back  to  his  post  in  the  same  way, 
the  company  receiving  no  compensation  for  all  the  service  above 
stated. 

It  was  the  universal  custom  of  the  company  to  receive  as  passengers 
without  pay  all  employees  of  the  Government.  It  carried  the  mail 
free  from  Ciudad  BoHvar  to  San  Fernando  de  ictabapo,  and  by  means 
of  its  agencies  performed  the  service  of  the  budget  of  these  Territories 
without  commission  or  compensation. 

September  15,  1888,  the  steamer  Libertad  was  requisitioned  by 
lawful  authorities  to  transport  trobps,  material,  and  provisions  to  the 
fort  of  Guyana  Vieja  in  defense  of  the  national  Government.  Reim- 
bursement was  demanded  of  these  authorities  by  the  company,  but 
was  refused.  The  fuel  for  the  steamers  and  even  the  board  of  the 
crew  during  the  trip  was  furnished  without  recompense  by  the 
company. 

In  December,  1888,  the  lawful  authorities  again  requisitioned  the 
steamer  Libertad,  which  during  the  whole  of  that  month  made  trips 
loaded  with  troops  between  Caicare  and  Rio  Caura.  To  the  request 
of  the  company  for  an  indemnity  there  was  a  refusal.  It  was  at  this 
time  that  the  workmen  upon  the  railroad  running  out  from  Caura,  an 
incident  previously  mentioned,  as  well  as  the  agricultural  laborers  of 
the  company,  were  impressed  by  the  Government  to  march  against 
the  revolutionists.  None  of  the  workmen  ever  returned  to  the  service 
of  the  enterprise. 

October  31,  1888,  the  pro  tempore  governor  of  Upper  Orinoco  and 
Amazonas  Territories  issued  a  decree  annulling  all  of  the  accounts  of 
the  Indians  with  the  company  wherein  they  were  debtors.  This  was 
done  in  the  especial  interest  of  Valentin  Perez  and  other  like 
contractors. 
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Governor  d'Aubeterre  carried  with  him  to  San  Fernando  de 
Atabapo,  his  capital  city,-  a  considerable  stock  of  difTerent  kinds  of 
merchandise  for  the  purpose  of  traffic  in  india  rubber,  which  traffic  he 
entered  upon  openly,  in  so  far  opposing:  the  rights  of  the  company  in 
exploitation  of  this  product. 

In  December,  1889,  the  same  governor  caused  a  petition  to  be  signed 
against  the  company  by  persons  of  little  standing,  in  this  way  attack- 
ing the  company  instead  of  assuring  the  execution  of  its  contract. 

At  the  same  time  a  similar  petition  was  passed  among  the  merchants 
of  Ciudad  Bolivar.  The  claimants  assert  that  it  was  done  at  the 
instigation  of  the  minister  of  the  interior. 

Early  in  the  year  1890,  Governor  d'Aubeterre  made  a  long  journey 
into  the  interior  of  the  Territories  in  order  to  gather  up  the  largest 
quantity  possible  of  india  rubber  which  had  been  harvested  by  means 
of  advances  made  to  the  harvesters  by  the  company. 

May  17,  1890,  a  ministerial  decree  authorized  the  proprietors  of 
sarrapia  and  other  natural  products  to  export  them  freely,  paying  the 
same  duty  as  the  company. 

The  historical  order  is  here  interrupted  to  name  a  very  important 
matter,  which  may  well  be  under  consideration  as  having  explanatory 
value  in  connection  with  the  events  of  1888  to  1891.  both  inclusive. 

The  Venezuelan-Colombian  boundary  question,  which  for  a  long 
time  had  been  a  matter  of  diplomatic  controversy  between  these  two 
countries,  by  a  treaty  executed  by  them  September  14,  1881,  was 
submitted  to  the  arbitration  of  his  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain.  Gen. 
Guzm4n  Blanco  was  then  President  of  the  Republic  of  Venezuela  and 
executed  on  its  behalf  the  treaty  aforesaid.  On  February  15,  1885, 
at  Paris,  for  and  on  behalf  of  his  Government  he  signed  a  declaration 
extending  the  time  within  which  the  award  could  be  made. 

October  28,  1887,  the  minister  for  foreign  affairs  for  Colombia  wrote 
from  Bogota  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  for  Venezuela  asking  for 
explanations  concerning  the  prospectus  with  map  accompanying 
which  had  been  published  in  the  interests  of  the  concession.  The 
nature  of  his  communication  can  best  be  gained  from  the  letter  itself, 
which  is  here  reproduced : 

Bogota,  October  28,  1887. 
•  Mr.  Minister:  A  French  society  known  as  the  "Company  General  of  the  Upper  Orinoco" 
has  published  a  memoir  or  description  upon  the  concessions  which,  it  says,  the  Government 
of  your  excellency  has  granted  to  it  of  certain  rights  within  the  Territories  Upper  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas  of  the  Republic  of  Venezuela. 

Annexed  to  the  memoir  concerned  is  a  geographical  map  in  which  the  boundaries  of  the 
said  territories  on  the  western  side  are  marked  in  such  a  manner  that  they  include  the  large 
tract  of  land  which  in  this  part  is  in  litigation  between  Colombia  and  Venezuela,  and  of  which 
in  virtue  of  the  treaty  of  arbitration  (arbitramiento  juris)  of  December  14,  1881,  the  true 
ownership  b  to  be  settled  bv  the  sentence  of  the  Government  of  Spain. 

I  have  the  honor  to  call  the  attention  of  your  excellency  to  this  point,  being  convinced 
that  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  in  accord  with  the  Republic  of  Colombia,  will  recognize 
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that  the  error  of  the  Company  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  can  not  be  passed  over  in  silence,  consEd- 
cring  that  it  afTects  a  solemn  agreement  between  the  tieo  nations,  in  which  is  ceded  in  an 
absolute  manner  to  a  third  party  the  right  as  arbitrator  to  define  the  boundary  which  sepa- 
rates Colombia  and  Venezuela. 

It  is  evident  that  neither  of  our  Governments  can  make  any  valid  concession  upon  the 
said  land;  it  is  equally  evident  also  that  the  error  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Upper 
Orinoco  can  have  no  other  cause  than  that  of  agreeing  with  geographical  or  statistical  data 
anterior  to  the  above-mentioned  treaty  of  1881^  which  places  this  zone  of  territory  in  a 
condition  not  only  litigious,  but  about  to  be  settled  in  an  exclusive  manner  by  an  arbitrator 
already  appointed. 

I  have  the  gratification  to  profit  from  this  circumstance  to  renew  to  your  excellency  the 
expression  of  my  most  distinguished  consideration. 

(Signed)  F.  Angulo. 

To  His  Excellency  the  Minister  op  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  United  States  of 

Venezuela. 

It  does  not  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  umpire  that  any  reply  was 
made  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela  to  this  note  from  Colombia; 
neither  is  there  anything  to  indicate  that  the  attention  of  the  Company 
General  of  the  Orinoco  was  immediately  called  to  the  questions  raised 
by  the  note. 

The  first  official  attention  given  to  its  contents,  so  far  as  is  known  to 

the  umpire,  is  found  in  the  action  of  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  for 

Venezuela  in  addressing  a  communication  to  the  minister  of  fomento, 

in  substance  following: 

Caracas,  November  25,  1887. 

The  minister  of  foreign  relations  of  the  Republic  of  Colombia  has  brought  to  the  knowl- 
edge of  this  department  that  the  French  company  known  as  the  ''Company  General  of  the 
Orinoco"  has  published  a  memoir  with  a  map  annexed  in  which  is  included  in  the  limits  of 
the  territory  conceded  to  the  said  society  the  territory  in  litigation  between  the  two  countries. 

To  be  able  to  reply  to  the  said  note  of  the  Colombian  minister  it  is  necessary  to  have 
before  us  the  said  memoir,  which  I  pray  you  to  send  me  by  right  of  devolution  if  it  is  found 
in  the  department  under  your  charge. 

I  am,  etc.,  Diego  B.  Urbaneja. 

To  this  there  was  a  reply  on  the  next  day,  as  follows: 

Sir:  As  it  has  never  been  remitted  to  this  department  I  find  it  impossible  for  me  to  remit 
to  the  ministry  over  which  you  preside  so  worthily  the  memoir  of  the  Company  General  of 
the  Upper  Orinoco,  of  which  your  communication  of  the  25th  of  the  present  month  treats. 

This  seems  to  be  the  end  of  progress  in  this  line  until  about  August, 
1888,  when  the  minister  of  Colombia  renews  his  inquiries,  as  appears 
from  the  communication  of  the  minister  of  fomento,  as  follows: 

Caracas,  August  10, 1888. 
In  order  to  examine  and  resolve  a  claim  of  the  Republic  of  Colombia  I  have  need  to  have 
before  my  eyes  a  ropy  of  the  contract  passed  with  the  Company  General'  of  the  Upper 
Orinoco  and  Amazonas. 

Tliat  is  why  I  pray  you  to  give  mo  information  of  the  concessions  and  privileges  made  to 
the  said  company. 

I  am,  etc.,  A.  Ystcriz. 
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To  this  there  is  a  reply  on  the  day  succeeding  in  these  terms: 

Caracas,  Angus i  11, 1888. 
Sir:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  10th  of  the  present  month,  No.  293, 1  have  the  honor 
to  send  you  the  Official  Gazette  of  February  26,  1886,  No.  3,608,  in  which  is  published  the 
contract  with  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco. 

I  am,  etc.,  Fombona  Palacio. 

There  follow  successive  communications  between  these  officials  of  the 
Government  relative  to  this  affair  which,  perhaps,  are  better  quoted 
in  full  than  placed  in  abstract.     They  are  therefore  subjoined : 

Caracas,  August  13,  1888. 
Sir:  Besides  the  contract  of  the  Company  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  andAmazonas  constituted 
in  virtue  of  the  concession  made  to  Mr.  Tejera,  which  you  have  kindly  remitted  to  me  in 
the  corresponding  number  of  the  Official  Gazette,  I  should  be  very  grateful  to  you  to  send 
me  a  general  report  upon  the  proceedings  of  this  company  to  the  department  under  your 
worthy  charge,  as  also  every  communication  which  this  company  may  have  made  upon  our 
maps,  notices,  or  memoirs  relative  to  the  privilege  which  the  said  contract  gives  it. 

YSTITIIZ. 

Caracas,  August  21, 1888. 
Sir:  In  reply  to  your  note  of  the  13th  instant,  No.  297, 1  have  the  honor  to  inform  you 
that  the  company  which*  has  been  exploiting  the  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas 
since  the  dat€  of  its  contract,  December  17,  1885,  has  asked  of  this  department  exemptions 
from  import  duties  at  different  dates  \ipon  the  objects  destined  for  its  works ;  that  it  announced 
November  14,  1887,  that  the  steamers  Atures  and  Eva  had  passed  above  the  rapids  of 
Maipures,  and  that  the  latter  steamer  arrived  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  the  30th  of 
August,  1887,  and  as  to  that  which  concerns  the  memoir  published  by  this  company  relative 
to  the  said  territories  I  remit  it  to  you  inclosed  with  its  map  annexed. 

I  am,  etc.,  Gil. 

Caracas,  September  15, 1888. 

Sir:  The  envoy  extraordinary  of  the  Republic  of  Colombia  has  made  a  claim  against  the 
publication  of  a  geographical  map  and  of  a  memoir  of  the  Company  of  the  Upper  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas,  in  which  in  describing  the  limits  of  its  concession  it  has  included  as  having 
been  ceded  vast  extents  of  land  in  litigation  between  the  two  countries. 

Consequently,  considering  the  necessity  of  examining  the  said  map  and  memoir,  I  hope 
that  you  will  kindly  send  them  to  this  ministry  if  they  exist  in  your  department,  and  if  not 
I  pray  you  to  ask  the  representative  of  the  company  mentioned  for  information  as  to  what 
has  been  done  in  this  regard  and  also  the  map  and  memoir  concerned. 

YSTITIIZ. 

On  the  18th  of  September,  1888,  the  minister  of  fomento  advises  the 
minister  for  foreign  relations  by  note  in  part  as  follows: 

I  am  addressing  myself  this  very  day  to  Mr.  Th.  Delort,  contractor  of  the  Territories  Upper 
C>rinoco  and  Amazonas,  asking  him  for  information  as  to  the  contents  of  your  said  communi- 
cation, and  as  soon  as  I  shall  receive  them  it  will  be  very  agreeable  to  me  to  send  it  to  the 
ministry  over  which  you  preside  so  worthily. 
I  am,  etc., 

CORONALDC). 
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The  letter  addressed  to  Th.  Delort,  the  manager  of  the  company,  by 
the  minister  of  f omento  is  here  quoted : 

Sik:  In  an  official  note  of  the  15th  of  this  month  the  ministry  of  foreign  relations  sajs  to 
this  department  that  which  follows.    (Here  is  a  reproduction  of  the  letter  of  the  15th.) 

I  communicate  to  you  this  note  in  order  that  you  may  give  me  information  on  the  subject 
of  which  it  treats. 

COBONALDO. 

The  reply  of  Mr.  Delort  was  made  two  days  later  and  is  of  the  tenor 
following: 

Cabacas,  September  JX),  1888. 

Thb  Minister  op  Fomento:  I  have  just  had  the  honor  of  receiving  your  not*  of  the  18th 
instant,  to  which  I  reply  as  follows: 

In  forming  the  Company  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  there  was  made  at  Paris  a  memoir  for  the 
shareholders  only  in  which  was  reproduced  the  contract  which  M.  Miguel  Tejem  had  trans- 
ferred  to  the  company,  and  furthermore  an  extract  from  the  statutes  and  different  informa- 
tion on  the  natural  products  which  according  to  the  contract  were  to  be  exploited.  This 
memoir  was  accompanied  by  a  map  in  order  that  the  shareholders  might  know  w^here  the 
territories  conceded  for  their  exploitation  were  situated.  This  map  was  copied  from  that 
which  accompanies  the  statistics  which  the  national  Government  has  published  in  different 
languages. 

The  memoir  does  not  treat  of  the  frontiers  between  Colombia  and  Venezuela  nor,  more- 
over, of  the  vast  extent  of  territories  conceded  to  the  company;  it  treats  only  of  natural 
products  of  the  vast  region  which  forms  the  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas. 

The  company  is  not  ignorant  that  the  boundaries  between  Venezuela  and  Colombia  are 
found  in  litigation  and  submitted  to  the  arbitraton  of  the  Government  of  Spain.  Conse- 
quently it  has  no  pretension  on  this  subject,  and  holding  the  concession  from  Venezuela  it 
knows  very  well  that  it  ought  to  conform  itself  to  the  frontiers  which  shall  be  definitely 
fixed  by  this  Republic. 

Up  to  the  present  the  company  has  extended  its  exploitation  only  upon  the  points  occu- 
pied by  the  Venezuelan  authorities.  Its  agencies,  its  shops,  and  dependencies  are  situated 
at  Atures,  Maipures,  San  Fernando,  San  C&rlos,  and  the  frontier  of  Brazil,  and  its  steamers 
have  navigated  only  upon  the  Orinoco,  Casiquiare,  and  the  Guainia.  I  regret  not  being 
able  to  send  you  the  memoir  in  question,  but  two  copies  ought  to  exist  in  your  ministry, 
sent  by  the  agent  of  the  company  in  this  city. 

I  hope  that  the  explanations  which  I  have  the  honor  of  sending  you  will  satisfy  you,  so 
that  you  can  render  justice  to  our  right  conduct  in  such  circumstances. 

With  sentiments,  etc.,  Delobt. 

In  this  connection  the  umpire  decides  to  accept  as  the  truth  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Delort  and  his  associates,  which  is  found  as  a  part  of 
the  testintony  in  this  case,  that  the  18th  day  of  September,  1888.  was 
the  first  day  on  which  either  he  or  the  company  knew  that  the 
Venezuelan-Colombian  boundary  line  was  then  in  process  of  settlement 
by  arbitration.  Not  only  are  they  entitled  to  belief  since  no  one  dis- 
putes them  further  than  Mr.  Delort's  own  statement  of  the  20th  instant, 
but  many  of  the  previous  acts  of  Mr.  Delort  and  of  the  company  were 
entirely  inconsistent  with  such  knowledge.  It  is  easier,  therefore,  to 
reconcile  his  words  with  the  fact  of  ignorance  than  his  acts  with  the 
fact  of  knowledge. 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  remitted  to  the  Government  of 
Colombia  the  letter  of  Mr.  Delort  above  quoted. 
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Colombia,  however,  was  not  satisfied,  and  January  24,  1890,  it 
again  returned  to  the  subject.  The  position  of  Colombia  upon  this 
matter  was  unambiguous,  indeed  positive,  and  there  is  no  question  in 
the  mind  of  the  umpire  that  the  situation  had  become  very  embarrass- 
ing and  troublesome  to. the  Government  of  Venezuela. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  imipire  it  was  not  ignorance  nor  f orgetfulness 
on  the  part  of  General  Blanco  or  Air.  Tejera  which  kept  them  silent 
concerning  the  boundary  question,  in  their  intercourse,  not  infrequent, 
with  the  company  and  its  officers  and  manager.  The  umpire  believes 
that  they  both  regarded  the  matter  as  unimportant  in  its  probable 
effect  upon  the  enterprise  of  the  concession,  for  the  reason  that  both 
considered  a  decision  in  any  considerable  degree  unfavorable  to  Ven- 
ezuela as  practically  impossible.  This  explanation,  most  favorable  to 
them,  and  at  the  same  time  most  probably  the  truth,  is  the  one  ac- 
cepted by  the  umpire. 

May  28,  1890,  the  national  attorney  of  the  exchequer  of  the  United 
States  of  Venezuela,  by  direction  of  the  president  of  the  Republic, 
through  the  minister  of  fomento,  entered  in  the  high  Federal  court  of 
the  Republic  a  suit  against  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  for  the 
rescission  of  the  contracts  of  concession  which  this  company  had  taken 
over  respectively  from  Miguel  Tejera  and  Theodore  Delort.  The  peti- 
tion or  declaration  alleges  in  substance  and  in  general  terms  that  the 
Government  on  its  part  had  fulfilled  the  stipulations  agreed  to  in  both 
of  the  said  concessions ;  and  in  like  general  terms  that  the  company,  on 
its  part,  had  not  fulfilled  its  obligations;  first,  as  to  the  contract  of 
December  17,  1885,  in  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  9,  of  Article  II,  and 
all  of  Articles  V  and  X;  second,  as  to  Nos.  2,  3,4,5,  and  6  of  Articles  III 
of  the  contract  of  April  1 ,  1887.     The  petition  specifically  alleges  that — 

the  Govemment  has  not  received  any  notice  that  the  cessionary  company  has  begun  its 
works,  and  it  is  a  fact  that  no  railway  line  has  been  offered  to  the  public,  nor  any  steam 
launch  nor  steamship  line. 

It  is  also  alleged  specifically  in  said  petition  that  the  cessionary 
company  exported  through  the  custom-house  in  Ciudad  Bolivar 
during  the  years  1887,  1888,  and  1889,  india  rubber  weighing 
73,292.20  kilograms,  and  had  paid  accordingly  to  the  Government 
the  sum  of  63,740  bolivars  at  the  rate  of  40  bolivars  for  each  46 
kilograms,  as  provided  in  the  contract  of  concession  of  December  17, 
1885,  and  that  the  quantity  of  sarrapia  exported  by  the  said  com- 
pany through  the  same  custom-house  and  in  the  same  years  was 
44,569.76  kilograms,  for  which  there  was  paid  to  the  Govemment 
the  sum  of  84,445.74  bolivars,  at  the  rate  of  56  bolivars  for  46  kilo- 
grams, as  agreed  in  the  contract  of  April  1,  1887,  making  in  all  the 
sum  of  148,186.74  bolivars.  It  is  also  alleged  in  the  petition  that  a 
contract  is  not  deemed  fulfilled  by  the  obligee  save  when  it  has  been 
so  fulfilled  in  all  the  stipulations  which  it  contains  and  that  specially 
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in  this  case  in  which  they  are  so  linked  between  themselves  that  fail- 
ing one  the  whole  or  object  of  the  contract  does  not  exist,  and  hence 
the  conclusion  drawn  by  the  said  Government  that  said  convention 
has  not  been  fulfilled.  That  the  inexecution  of  these  contracts  on 
the  part  of  the  cessionary  company  has  caused  the  Grovemment  very 
grave  damages  and,  therefore,  it  is  obliged  to  ask  before  the  high 
Federal  court  its  solution. 

The  especial  damages  named  in  the  petition  are  the  losses  which  the 
Government  had  suffered  from  the  duties  remitted  under  the  contract 
upon  articles  imported  by  the  company,  as  well  as  the  loss  of  duties 
on  the  india  rubber  and  sarrapia  exported.  The  domicile  of  the  com- 
pany is  alleged  to  be  in  Paris  and  that  it  is  without  a  legal  representa- 
tive in  Venezuela.  The  Government  asks  for  procedure  in  accordance 
with  Article  XXVIII  of  its  civil  code;  alleging  further  that  the  com- 
pany may  be  sued  under  such  circumstances  as  exist  in  this  case  by 
virtue  of  the  provisions  made  in  both  contracts  in  reference  thereto 
and  in  virtue  also  of  Article  XXVI  of  the  civil  code,  which  applies  to 
suits  where  the  contracts  are  to  be  executed  in  Venezuela.  The  peti- 
tioner also  asks  that  the  formalities  be  observed  provided  for  in  such 
cases  in  Article  XCIII,  XCIV,  and  XCV  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure. 

Reliance  is  had  in  the  petition  on  Articles  MCX,  MCLXIII,  and 
MCLXXII  of  the  civil  code  as  justifying  fully  the  procedure  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  for  the  annulment  and  rescission  of  said  con- 
tracts and  for  the  recovery  of  the  losses  and  damages  suffered  by  it 
from  their  nonexecution  by  the  cessionary  company. 

The  suit  was  duly  entered  in  the  high  Federal  court  on  May  28, 
1890,  and  on  the  30th  day  of  the  same  month  the  president  of  the  said 
court  issued  a  writ  stating  therein  that — 

Considering  that  according  to  the  documents  annexed  to  the  suit  Messrs.  Andrfe  Fiat 
and  Bemab^  Planas  appear  to  be  the  representatives  of  the  company  in  Venezuela,  order  is 
hereby  given  for  them  to  be  summoned  in  order  that  they  may  declare  if  they  are  still  hold- 
ing the  power  of  the  company,  and  in  order  to  appoint  a  counsel  for  the  defendant  in  case 
they  are  no  longer  attorneys  of  the  company,  in  accordance  with  the  law. 

The  proceedings  show  that  both  of  these  gentlemen  were  duly  sum- 
moned on  that  same  day  and  that  on  June  2  following  they  appeared 
in  court  and  declared  that  Mr.  Andres  Fiat  was  thei;i  the  only  repre- 
sentative of  the  company  in  Caracas  and  that  he  would  appear  in 
court  on  the  4th  day  of  that  month  and  produce  his  power  of  attorney. 
This  was  done  and  a  translation  of  the  same  was  ordered,  and  on  the 
16th  day  of  June  this  was  completed  and  accepted  by  the  court  and  a 
summons  ordered  upon  Mr.  Fiat. 

On  the  19th  day  of  June  the  claim  for  damages  was  reduced  by  the 
attorney  of  the  Government  from  600,000  bolivars  to  40,048.62  boli- 
vars, and  on  the  same  day  Mr.  Fiat  received  and  receipted  for  the  copy 
of  the  petition.  On  the  same  day  the  court  issued  a  decree  by  which 
an  order  was  made  to  notify"  Mr.  Fiat  of  the  amendment  to  the  petition 
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above  stated  and  to  give  him  a  copy  of  the  amendment.  Mr.  Fiat  was 
also  directed  in  the  order  to  receipt  for  this  copy  and  to  present  in 
court  his  answer  to  the  petition  after  ten  days  from  June  19.  This 
order  was  duly  served  on  Mr.  Fiat  on  the  day  of  its  issue  and  he  gave 
his  receipt  to  that  effect  on  June  20.  July  2,  the  day  appointed  for 
the  answer,  Mr.  Fiat  appeared,  accompanied  by  his  counsel,  D.  B. 
Urbaneja  and  R.  F.  Feo,  and  as  well  appeared  the  fiscal  nacional  de 
hacienda.  It  was  then  and  there  agreed  to  defer  the  answering  o(  the 
suit  to  a  date  fixed  at  eight  days  after  the  presentation  of  the  docu- 
ments to  which  reference  is  made  in  the  suit  by  the  plaintiff,  in  order 
that  the  company  shojild  have  time  to  examine  these  documents. 
On  July  22  Mr.  Fiat  with  his  counsel,  above  named,  appeared  in 
court  and  filed  his  answer  to  the  suit;  at  the  same  time  he  preferred 
his  petition  for  an  extraterritorial  term  in  order  to  obtain  evidence 
from  France  and  Rome.  The  suit  progressed  in  ordinary  course, 
during  which  the  parties  were  to  produce  their  respective  evidence, 
the  court  reserving  its  right  to  decide  on  the  petition  of  Mr.  Fiat  in 
regard  to  an  extraterritorial  period  of  time.  Later  on  the  president 
of  the  court  grantecF  one  hundred  days  to  obtain  this  extraterritorial 
evidence,  and  Mr.  Fiat  having  appealed  from  this  decision  on  the 
grounds  that  the  term  granted  was  too  short,  the  court  then  extended 
it  to  one  hundred  and  thirty  days. 

September  5,  Mr.  Fiat  was  notified  that  the  fiscal  had  petitioned  the 
court  that  the  suit  might  be  registered  in  Ciudad  Bolivar,  in  order  to 
avoid  any  transfer  intended  by  the  company.  That  he  received  this 
notice  is  established,  because  at  the  foot  of  it  is  set  his  signature,  and 
on  September  8  he  appeared  in  court,  accompanied  by  his  said  coun- 
sel, and  declared  that  he  had  no  opposition  to  make  to  the  recording 
of  the  suit,  with  the  alterations  which  were  made  to  it  afterward. 
The  court  issued  an  order  on  the  same  day  that  a  copy  of  the  suit  be 
sent  to  the  judge  of  the  first  instance  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  thrft  it  might 
be  recorded  in  the  registry  office  in  that  city,  and  said  order  was  car- 
ried into  effect  on  the  same  day. 

August  7,  1890,  Mr.  Fiat  presented  the  court  with  a  petition  asking 
that  evidence  might  be  promoted  as  he  thought  convenient  to  the 
case  of  the  company.  As  a  part  of  this  evidence  were  declarations  to 
be  made  by  witnesses  resident  in  Paris,  Rome,  Port  of  Spain,  Rio 
Chico,  Barcelona,  San  Fernando  de  Apure,  and  Caracas. 

The  president  of  the  court  issued  a  writ,  dated  August  12,  admitting 
the  promotion  of  such  evidence  as  far  as  the  law  permitted,  and  com- 
missioned several  civil  judges  of  first  instance  of  the  residences  of  the 
respective  witnesses  to  hear  their  declarations;  he  also  issued  rogatory 
commissions  petitioning  the  competent  judges  af  Paris,  Rome,  and 
Port  of  Spain  for  the  same  purpose.  October  11  of  the  same  year,  Mr. 
Fiat  appeared  in  court  nnd  stated  that  by  virtue  of  the  authority  con- 
S.  Doc.  533,  59—1 22 


338  CCHtfPANY    GENERAL    OF   THE   OBINOCO   CASE. 

f erred  on  him,  by  his  power  of  attorney  from  the  company,  he  conferred 
a  special  power  on  Dr.  Ram6n  Feo  and  Dr.  Martfn  F.  Feo,  so  that  both 
together,  or  either  one  of  them  separately,  might  intervene  in  the  col- 
lecting of  evidence  tliat  had  to  be  made  by  the  fiscal  in  the  city  of 
Caracas,  and  also  stating  that  he  conferred  special  power  on  persons 
resident  at  Porto  Rico,  Barcelona,  Ciudad  Bolfvar,  San  Fernando  de 
Apure,  Pott  of  Spain,  and  for  the  territories  of  Orinoco  and  Amazonas, 
for  the  collecting  of  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  company  in  their  respec- 
tive districts,  end  to  intervene  in  the  collecting  of  evidence  by  the  plain- 
tiff in  the  same  districts.  October  11 ,  1890,  the  president  of  the  court 
ordered  that  commissions  and  petitions  be  issued  to  the  different  par- 
ties named  by  Mr.  Fiat  as  aforesaid,  and  that  said  petitions  and  com- 
missions contain  the  powers  conferred  on  them  as  requested  by  Mr. 
Fiat.  The  said  order  was  carried  into  execution  October  13,  and  the 
said  commissions  and  petitions  being  issued  were  handed  to  the 
defendant. 

All  these  commissions  and  petitions  were  duly  returned  after  having 
been  carried  into  operation,  with  the  exception  of  those  addressed  to 
the  judges  of  Paris  and  Trinidad  and  to  His  Excellency  Cardinal 
Simeoni  of  Rome,  which  were  not  returned  by  the  representative  of 
the  company,  although  they  were  given  him. 

March  24,  1891,  marked  the  expiration  of  the  time  given  for  the  col- 
lecting of  testimony,  and  on  that  date  the  president  of  the  court  ordered 
that  the  papers  end  records  of  the  suit  be  sent  to  the  full  court,  which 
was  duly  effected. 

April  29,  the  fiscal  moved  the  court  to  begin  the  study  of  the  papers 
and  records  of  the  suit  and  that  an  order  be  issued  for  that  purpose. 
On  May  21,  1891,  the  fiscal  renewed  his  motion,  and  on  May  23,  an 
order  was  issued  to  begin  the  study  of  the  papers  and  records  on  the 
30th  of  that  month.  This  study  begun  in  fact  on  Jime  16,  and  pro- 
ceeded ontFune  24,  the  court  not  being  in  session  on  the  17th  to  23d, 
inclusive. 

On  the  1st,  4th,  and  7th  of  August  suppletory  judges  were  called  to 
fill  the  vacancies  existing.  Two  of  those  selected  were  excused  on 
their  own  petition.  On  September  16,  the  full  court  was  made  by  the 
suppletory  judge,  Dr.  Cdrlos  F.  Grisanti,  and  the  19th  was  appointed 
for  the  study  of  the  process.  The  study  was  begun  as  ordered,  and 
proceeded  on  the  21st  of  September  and  following  days  until  the  25th. 
The  29tli  of  September  was  appointed  to  hear  the  reports  or  proceed- 
ings of  the  plaintiff  and  defendant.  The  records  of  the  25th  of  Sep- 
tember show  this  note  by  the  secretary : 

Caracas,  September  26, 1891. 
In  the  sitting  of  this  day  the  study  a  ^  examination  of  the  papers  and  records  by  the  court 
was  completed,  and  the  sitting  of  the  2dth  current  is  appointed  for  plaintiff  and  defendant  to 
present  their  respective  reports  or  pleadings.    Let  the  parties  be  notified.  / 

Of.  BUBGOB. 
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There  was  no  decree  of  the  court  ordering  the  parties  to  be  invited, 
as  appears  of  record . 

September  29,  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  appeared  in  court,  but 
no  representative  or  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  defendant.  The  court 
proceeded  to  sit  in  conference. 

From  September  30  to  October  13,  only  one  sitting  of  the  court  took 
place,  which  was  on  the  3d  of  October,  on  which  day  the  judges  con- 
ferred on  the  sentence  to  be  passed  and  agreed  as  to  the  same.  October 
14  the  sentence  was  drawn  and  signed  by  the  members  of  the  court. 

As  appears  from  the  history  already  given,  the  suit  for  rescission 
was  begun  in  1890,  May  28;  summons  to  the  defendant  was  issued  May 
30;  and  on  June  2  Mr.  Fiat  appeared  in  the  high  Federal  coiul  end 
avowed  and  acknowledged  himself  the  legal  representative  in  Caracas 
of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco.  On  the  next  dt:y,  the  min- 
ister of  foreign  relations  at  Caracas,  wrote  the  minister  plenipotentiary^ 
of  the  RepubUc  of  Colombia  to  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  as 

follows: 

TiiE  Minister  ok  Foreign  Relations, 

CaraaiSj  June  3,  1890. 
Mr.  Minister:  Relative  to  the  confidential  memorandum  of  August  9,  1888,  and  to  the 
note  of  your  excellency  of  January  24,  concerning  a  memoir  published  by  the  Company 
General  of  the  Orinoco,  I  have  the  honor  to  communicate  to  your  excellency  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  resolved  to  demand  of  the  said  company  the  rescission  of  the  original  contract. 
Please  accept,  etc., 

M.  A.  Saluzzo. 
The  most  excellent  Dr.  J.  F.  Insionaries, 

Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the  Republic  of  Colombia. 

The  Colombian  minister  did  not  accept  the  proposed  action  of  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  as  an  earnest  of  sufficient  protection  to  the 
interests  of  his  Government,  as  is  made  evident  by  his  reply,  which 

follows: 

Legation  ok  Colombia  at  Venezuela, 

Caracas,  June  6,  1800. 
Mr.  Minister:  I  have  the  honor  to  reply  to  the  note  of  your  excellency  of  the  3d  of  th»» 
present  month,  in  which  your  excellency  deigns  to  communicate  to  me  relative  to  the  confi- 
dential memorandum  of  August  9,  1888,  and  to  my  note  of  January  24  last,  which  refers  to 
memoir  published  by  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco,  that  the  Government  of  your 
excellency  has  resolved  to  demand  the  rescission  of  the  contract  made  with  the  said  company. 
I  shall  transmit  the  said  note  to  my  Government,  but  I  ought  to  manifest  to  your  excellency, 
as  I  am  doing  very  respectfully  by  means  of  the  present,  that  the  fact  which  it  communicates 
can  not  modify  in  any  way  the  state  of  the  claim  in  which  in  a  matter  so  grave  was  initiated 
before  the  Government  of  your  excellency  by  that  of  Colombia  in  a  note  of  October  28, 1887, 
to  which  there  has  yet  to-day  been  no  reply.  In  fact,  as  your  excellency  will  clearly  under- 
stand, in  spite  of  the  demand  of  rescission  propcxsed  and  while  waiting  for  it  to  be  decided 
favorably  the  Company  General  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  will  continue  to  enjoy  the  contract  in 
virtue  of  which  the  Government  has  made  concessions  in  the  territories  of  the  Upper  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas,  a  concession  which  the  said  company  extends  through  error  or  unjustly  to  the 
lands  which  on  this  side  are  in  litigation  between  Colombia  and  Venezuela  as  it  appears  with 
all  clearness  in  the  geographical  map  annexed  to  the  memoir  of  the  relation  which  has  set  in 
motion  the  claim  of  my  Government  without  formal  rectification  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Venezuela. 
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Favorable  as  the  sentence  may  be  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela  there  will  still  exist 
powerful  reasons  of  equity  and  justice  with  which  the  Government  of  Colombia  has  solicited 
the  said  rectification  because  this  act  is  notoriously  in  violation  of  the  treaty  of  arbitration 
of  September  14,  1881,  by  which  the  two  nations  submitted  their  differences  with  regard  to 
the  frontiers  to  the  decision  of  the  Government  of  Spain.  Consequently  it  is  my  duty  to 
insist,  as  I  am  doing,  with  the  greatest  respect,  before  the  Government  of  your  excellency 
for  the  said  claim  of  my  Grovemment,  reproducing  to  this  effect  the  contents  of  the  note  of 
October  28,  1887,  mentioned,  which  was  the  origin  of  my  memorandum  of  August  9,  1888, 
and  of  my  note  of  January  24  of  the  present  year. 

I  profit,  with  pleasure,  from  this  occasion,  ete.- 

(Signed)  J.  E.  Insionabies. 

To  Doctor  SoLUZZO, 

Minister  of  Foreign  Relations  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela. 

Eleven  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  suit  for  rescission  the  minister 
of  the  interior  at  Caracas  issued  a  statement  authorizing  the  propri- 
etors of  sarrapia  and  other  natural  products  in  the  Federal  Territories 
Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  to  export  them  freely  on  paying  the 
same  duties  as  the  company.  During  the  same  month  the  agent  of 
the  company  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  and  the  engineer  of  the 
Naroa  were  threatened  with  death  and  were  forced  to  take  refuge  at 
the  home  of  a  habitant.  Frightened  by  the  conditions  surrounding 
them,  they  declared  they  could  no  longer  remain  on  the  upper  river 
and  asked  to  be  relieved. 

The  4th  of  June  Governor  d'Aubeterre  left  his  capital,  descended 
the  river,  and  arrived  at  Ciudad  Bolivar  June  27.  The  day  of  his 
departure  from  his  capital  he  sent  a  long  telegram  to  the  Government 
at  C^aracas,  stating  that  the  company  did  not  have  funds  wherewith 
to  pay  for  the  india  rubber  which  was  gathered  and  demanded  that 
authority  be  given  to  those  who  possessed  this  product  to  export  it 
directly  either  by  way  of  Ciudad  Bolivar  or  through  the  custom- 
house at  San  C&rlos.  The  custom-house  of  San  Cdrlos  had  been 
closed  by  the  Government  since  1886  and  had  never  been  opened 
for  the  use  of  the  company,  thus  compelling  it  to  use  the  Orinoco 
exclusively  for  the  sliipment  of  the  products  obtained  by  it. 

On  the  departure  of  Mr.  d'Aubeterre  from  San  Fernando  de  Ata- 
bapo Mr.  Henry  Page  became  governor  pro  tempore.  June  16,  1890, 
upon  his  own  authority,  he  issued  a  decree  which  annulled  the  con- 
tract of  December  17,  1885,  and  he  sent  Valentin  Perez  and  Sinforiano 
Orosco  to  Caracas  with  tliis  decree  to  obtain  for  it  the  approval  of  the 
Government.  lie  based  liis  action  upon  the  anticipated  damages 
which  the  agents  of  the  company  might  cause  the  inhabitants  and 
that  tlirough  them  the  pu])lic  order  might  be  endangered.  At  this 
time  there  were  three  agents  of  the  company  in  Upper  Orinoco.  They 
were  Messrs.  Calvaras  and  Nary  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  and 
Mr.  Outhirt  at  San  Carlos. 
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The  Government  decided  not  to  approve  of  the  decree  of  June  16, 
issued  by  pro  tempore  Governor  Page,  and  on  August  8,  1890,  there 
was  issued  the  following: 

The  President  of  the  Republic: 

Whereas  the  decree  rendered  by  the  governor  ad  interim  of  the  Federal  Territories,  Upper 
Orinoco  and  Amazonas,  of  June  16  last,  in  which  he  declares  the  caducity  of  the  contract 
passed  by  the  Federal  executive  with  Mr.  Miguel  Tejera  for  the  exploitation  of  all  the  mineral 
and  vegetable  productions  of  this  Territory  and  of  which  (contract)  the  Company  General  of 
the  Orinoco  is  the  cessionary;  and  whereas,  also,  the  demand  which  the  inhabitants  of  the 
same  Territory  addressed  to  the  said  official,  in  which  they  set  forth  the  prejudices,  for  their 
own  interests  and  for  the  maintenance  of  the  public  order  in  these  large  and  rich  regions, 
caused  by  the  acts  of  the  agents  of  the  company  cessionary,  conjointly  with  the  acts  of 
adliesion  of  the  municipal  councils  of  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  and  of  that  of  La  Urbana,  to 
the  manifestations  made  by  the  population ;  and 

Considering: 

1.  That  the  Federal  executive  can  not  give  his  approbation  to  the  said  decree  of  the 
governor  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas,  inasmuch  as  this  official  by  such  an  act  has 
exercised  a  function  which  is  attributed  by  the  constitution  and  the  laws  to  the  Federal 
power; 

2.  That  the  Federal  executive  has  already  submitted  to  the  high  Federal  court,  through 
the  agency  of  the  fiscal  nat'onal  de  hacienda  the  rescission,  not  only  of  the  contract  passed 
with  Mr  Miguel  Tejera,  but  also  of  that  passed  with  Mr.  Delort  for  the  exploitation  of  the 
sarrapia  (feve  tonka),  basing  his  action  upon  the  fact  that  the  company  cessionary  has  not 
accomplished  on  its  part  the  obligations  to  which  it  is  bound  by  these  contracts  of  establish- 
ing steam  navigation  upon  the  Upper  Orinoco,  of  constructing  railroads,  of  introducing 
immigrants  to  found  colonies;  of  building  churches,  hospitals,  barracks  for  the  police;  of 
establishing  the  postal  service,  and  of  founding  missions; 

3.  That  by  the  ''documentacidn  aducida"  (allegations  furnished  by  the  documents)  it  is 
demonstrated  that  the  acts  of  the  agents  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco,  aside  from 
the  grave  prejudices  which  they  are  causing  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Territories  Upper  Ori- 
noco and  Amazonas  in  their  legitimate  interests,  are  going  so  far  as  to  threaten  the  public 
security  which  the  executive  is  bound  to  protect  with  the  vote  of  the  Federal  council; 

Be  it  decreed: 

Article  1 .  The  decree  of  June  16  of  the  current  year  rendered  by  the  governor  ad  interim 
of  the  Federal  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  is  d'saoproved,  becomes  null,  and 
will  produce  no  effect. 

Art.  2.  The  Federal  executive  will  dictate  through  the  agency  of  the  ministers  of  the 
interior,  of  hacienda,  and  of  fomento,  in  all  the  extension  necessary,  the  provisions  tending 
to  satisfy  the  just  demands  made  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas, 
while  waiting  for  the  high  Federal  court  to  decide  whatever  is  just  in  the  demand  brought 
before  it. 

Given,  signed  by  my  hand,  marked  with  the  great  national  .seal,  and  countersigned  by  the 
ministers  of  the  interior,  of  hacienda,  and  of  fomento,  in  the  Federal  palace  at  Caracas,  August 
8, 1890. 

R.  Andueza  Palacio. 
Countersigned:  S.  Casanas. 

Vincent  Coronado, 

Minister  of  Hacienda. 
Francisco  Balaelo, 

Minister  of  Fomento. 


342  COMPANY    GENERAL    OF    THE    ORINOCO    CA?IE. 

On  the  next  day  the  minister  of  interior  issued  the  administrative 
order,  No.  1011,  as  follows: 

[Administrative  order,  No.  1011.] 

Caracas,  9ih  cf  August,  1890.    (27  and  32.) 

Citizen  Governor  of  the  Federal  Territory  Amazon  as:  Accompany  ing  I  send  to  you 
a  copy  of  No.  5016  of  the  Official  Gazette,  containing  a  decree  issued  by  the  President  of 
the  Republic  with  date  of  yesterday,  in  which  ho  annulled  that  which  the  Government  pro- 
nounced on  the  17th  of  last  June,  relative  to  declaring  the  defunct  condition  of  the  contract 
celebrated  by  the  national  executive  with  the  Seflor  Miguel  Tejera,  of  which  the  cessionary 
is  the  General  Company  of  the  Orinoco,  remaining  consequently  null  and  without  any 
value  or  effect,  and  in  which  it  was  decided  (or  determined)  that  until  the  high  Federal 
court  may  decide  what  may  be  justice  the  national  executive  will  dictate,  througii  means 
of  this  ministry  and  those  of  hacienda  and  fomento,  to  all  necessary  length,  the  arrange- 
ments (orders)  necessary  for  satisfying  the  just  exigencies  manifested  by  the  inhabitants 
of  that  Territory. 

Consequently  you  will  please  not  to  give  any  permission  to  the  agents  of  the  expressed 
company  to  continue  exploiting  the  products  of  that  territory  and  give  large  franchises  in 
order  that  the  inhabitants  can  without  hindrances  undertake  the  work  of  exploitation  upon 
the  product^s  referred  to. 

God  and  federation. 

S.  Casanas. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  provision  in  the  decree  of  August  8 
that  the  national  executive  would  act  through  the  ministries  therein 
named  took  effect  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  above  order. 

On  the  29th  of  August  the  minister  of  the  interior  sent  a  telegram 
of  advice  to  the  governor  of  the  Federal  Territories  Upper  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas  through  Mr.  Valentin  Perez  of  the  following  tenor: 

Caracas,  £9th  August,  1890. 
Seftor  Valentin  Perez: 

The  governor  ought  to  enforce  the  decree  suspending  the  prerogatives  of  the  Alto  Orinoco 
and  Amazonas. 

It  can  not  continue  exploiting  the  natural  products  of  the  Territories  nor  collect  reward 
upon  those  which  it  expected  to  obtain  by  its  proper  work. 

S.  Cabanas. 

By  a  letter  of  later  date  he  again  brought  the  attention  of  the  citi- 
zens of  those  territories  to  the  situation,  as  existing  under  the  decrees 
of  August  8  and  9,  by  means  of  a  letter,  which  is  as  follows: 

Caracas,  September  10, 1890. 
Seflor  Sonforiano  Orosco: 

By  resolution  of  the  ministry  of  hacienda,  dated  May  27,  1890,  it. is  ordered  that  the 
owners  of  sarrapia  and  other  natural  products  which  the  company  exports,  to  which  you 
refer  in  a  telegram  of  day  before  yesterday,  can  export  them  freely,  paying  the  same  duties 
as  said  company,  and  by  the  decree  of  the  8th  of  August  it  prohibits  to  the  company  the 
absolute  (unconditional)  exportations  and  exploitations  which  it  had  of  those  products,  all 
which  orders  were  transmitted  to  the  custom-house  opportunely  by  the  ministers  of  hacienda 
and  of  fomento  in  order  for  their  fulfillment.  You  and  the  rest  are  interested  in  this  matter 
on  account  of  the  last  urgent  orders. 

God  and  federation. 

S.  Casanas. 
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Having  followed  the  process  of  the  high  Federal  court  from  the 
inception  of  the  suit  for  rescission,  May  28,  1890,  to  the  sentence  of 
the  high  Federal  court,  given  October  14,  1901,  having  traced  the 
progress  of  the  administrative  department  in  its  relation  to  the  com- 
pany to  September,  1890,  it  is  well  to  examine  into  the  condition 
and  history  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Upper  Orinoco  during 
the  same  time. 

May  30,  1890,  the  same  day  on  which  Mr.  Fiat  was  summoned  to 
appear  before  the  high  Federal  court  to  answer  to  the  suit  of  the 
national  Government  for  rescission  of  both  concessions,  the  Company 
General  of  the  Orinoco  met  in  a  shareholders'  general  meeting  at 
Paris,  in  which  meeting  a  resolution  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
converting  the  company  into  an  English  company  with  the  name 
of  Orinoco  Exportation  and  Trading  Company,  which  meeting  like- 
wise determined  to  dissolve  and  wind  up  the  Company  General  of 
the  Orinoco  and  appoint  a  liquidator. 

It  is  said  in  behalf  of  the  company  by  the  liquidator  in  a  memorial 
of  date  December  5,  1895,  that — 

the  board  of  directors  had  many  debtors  and  they  hesitated  therefore  to  collect  the  harvest 
of  1890,  but  yielding  to  the  representations  of  their  agents  they  furnished  the  necessary 
funds  in  agreement  with  a  Liverpool  firm,  who  sent  out  their  special  agen|;,  Mr.  Staedelli. 

The  position  of  the  company  in  Paris  was  very  painful,  as  its  credit  had  been  totally 
exhausted.  All  efforts  made  in  France  seemed  to  be  of  no  avail,  while  in  England  confidence 
was  not  lost  and  it  was  possible  to  go  on  there  with  the  business.  The  l)oard  of  directors 
therefore  willingly  considered  a  proposition  from  England  for  the  constitution  of  a  company 
in  London  to  which  all  the  assets,  contracts,  material,  works,  etc.,  of  the  Company  General 
of  the  Orinoco  would  be  transferred.  • 

It  is  ascertained  that  the  liabilities  of  the  company,  as  stated  by 
it,  were  on  May  30,  1890,  as  follows: 

Francs. 

To  the  shareholders 1 ,  500, 000. 00 

To  the  Society  (La  Monnaic) 722, 851. 56 

La  Banque  de  Consignations 236,  356. 00 

Mr.  Alfred  Chauvelot > 191, 176. 00 

Mr.  Eugene  Ferminhac. . .' 63, 000. 00 

Mr.  Louis  Roux 1 3, 059. 55 

Mr.Th.  Delort 14,641.26 

Total 2,741,084.37 

It  is  an  agreed  fact  that  the  company  had  no  knowledge  or  intima- 
tion of  the  pending  suit  in  Caracas  at  the  time  of  this  meeting  of  May 
30,  1890,  and  that  its  proceedings  on  that  day  were  without  any  rela- 
tion thereto  and  not  in  any  way  influenced  thereby.  June  23,  1890, 
at  a  general  meeting  of  the  shareholders  of  the  Company  General  of 
the  Orinoco  at  Paris,  a  liquidator  was  appointed,  and  in  the  third 
resolution  of  the  shareholders  his  powers  were  defined  as  follows: 

Confers  upon  the  liquidator  its  full  powers  to  the  effect  of  realizing  the  social  assets  by 
way  of  fusion  or  union  in  another  French  or  foreign  society,  existing  or  to  be  created,  to 
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receive  whether  in  specie  or  obligations  or  stock,  free  or  not  free,  to  have  recourae  to  actions 
and  deliberations  which  shall  have  for  their  object  the  formation  and  constitution  of  a  new 
society  to  sell  the  stock  or  obligations  received  until  the  concurrence  of  the  sums  necessary 
for  the  payment  of  the  liabilities  and  to  turn  over  the  surplus  in  conformity  with  the  statutc*s. 
Also  to  take  all  the  measures  possible  for  the  continuation  of  the  business  until  the  reaJiza- 
tion  of  the  assets,  to  exercise  in  this  regard  all  the  powers  conferred  upon  the  council  of  admin- 
istration by  article  22  of  the  statutes. 

Further,  to  negotiate  and  conclude  all  contracts,  w^hether  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  the 
merchandise  and  other  objects  or  for  the  exploitation  of  all  or  part  of  the  social  capital  by 
lease  or  otherwise,  by  forfeit  or  by  means  of  fines  or  parts  of  the  benefits;  to  borrow  all  sums 
necessar}'  for  meeting  the  engagements  of  the  society;  to  confer  all  guaranties  upon  tlie 
lenders — in  a  word,  to  do  all  which  circumstances  require  in  the  interest  of  the  society,  the 
powers  above  mentioned  not  being  limited. 

The  general  meeting  of  the  shareholders  of  the  company  was  held 
December  27,  1890.  From  the  liquidator's  report  made  to  this  meet- 
ing it  was  learned  that  the  approval  given  by  the  shareholders  at  their 
meeting  of  June  23  to  an  arrangement  that  would  merge  the  Company 
General  of  the  Orinoco  in  a  new  English  company,  as  is  previously 
stated  herein,  was  so  far  completed  on  June  7,  1890,  that  an  agreement 
had  been  signed  by  the  company  with  the  ''Gold  Trust  and  Invest- 
ment Company"  providing  for  such  transfer.  Following  the  approval 
of  the  shareholders,  as  above  stated,  the  new  company,  the  Orinoco 
Exploration  and  Trading  Company,  was  formed  and  registered  in 
England.  Owing,  however,  to  the  political  relations  then  existing 
between  England  and  Venezuela  over  the  boundary  line  between  the 
latter  country  and  British  Guiana,  involving,  among  other  questions, 
claims  on  the  part  of  England  in  connection  with  the  outlets  of  the 
Orinoco,  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  from  reasons  of  state,  as  it  is 
understood — 

absolutely  refused  to  acknowledge  this  new  company  and  to  transfer  to  the  same  the  riglits 
and  concassions  of  the  French  company. 

This  quotation  is  taken  from  the  report  of  the  liquidator  at  the 
shareholders'  meeting  of  December  27,  1890. 
He  goes  on  to  say  in  his  report : 

It  was  but  very  late  that  I  was  made  ac<]uainted  with  the  cause.s  which  were  opposed  to 
the  formation  of  the  English  company,  and  this  delay  was  the  cause  of  my  losing  very  valu- 
able time;  but  the  moment  I  knew  of  these  causes  I  took  steps  conducive  to  a  result  which 
might  save  our  company. 

I  have  appealed  for  assistance  to  the  former  directors  of  the  company  who  are  now  nego- 
tiating with  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  and  have  looked  toward  another  solution  of  the 
problem,  which  is  the  only  means  of  assuring  the  future  of  the  company,  viz,  the  recon- 
struction of  the  present  company  with  an  increase  of  fresh  capital  in  cash. 

Following  the  report  of  the  liquidator  the  chairman  of  the  meeting 
announced — 

That  owing  to  the  facts  which  had  just  been  mentioned  by  the  liquidator  the  board  of 
directors  had  sent  to  Caracas  Mr.  Berthier,  who  had  been  a  former  agent  of  the  company, 
with  the  following  mission : 
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To  obtain  from  the  Government  the  revision  of  th3  old  concessions,  which  evidently  con- 
tained clauses  which  were  embarrassing  to  the  Government,  as  well  as  to  the  company.  Mr. 
Berthier  was,  besides,  to  make  sure  that  the  Government  would  make  no  difficulties  for  the 
transfer  to  a  new  company  (provided  thLs  be  not  an  Ens^lish  company)  of  all  the  rights  and 
concessions  accruing  from  the  new  contract.  The  double  purpose  of  Mr.  Berthier's  mission 
has  been  obtained ;  the  terms  of  the  new  contract  proposed  have  been  accepted,  and  one  of 
its  clauses  will  allow  the  transfer  to  a  new  company.  The  new  company  will  be  French- 
Belgian,  formed  with  the  assistance  of  a  poweiful  Belgian  group. 

The  chairman  then  read  the  draft  of  the  articles  of  concession  of  the 
French-Belgian  company  information. 

At  some  time  succeeding  October  11, 1890,  on  which  day  he  appeared 
in  the  high  Federal  court  as  the  attorney  of  the  company,  Mr.  Andr6s 
Fiat  resigned  his  position  as  such  attorney,  and  Mr.  Bemab6  PI  anas 
was  appointed,  but  he  declined  the  appointment. 

On  the  advice  of  Mr.  Delort  it  w^as  then  determined,  as  above  stated, 
to  send  Mr.  Berthier  to  Caracas  as  a  special  agent  of  the  company,  he 
being  well  acquainted  with  all  details  of  the  matter.  He  arrived  in 
Caracas  October  25,  1890,  and  remained  until  July,  1891. 

His  mission,  as  disclosed  by  the  statement  of  the  chairman  above 
quoted,  was  to  be  confined  to  negotiations  with  the  Government 
looking  to  a  discontinuance  of  its  suit  without  costs  to  the  defendant, 
a  relinquishment  on  the  part  of  the  company  of  the  concessions  it 
held,  the  Government  to  grant  to  the  company  for  a  period  of  twenty- 
five  years  the  exclusive  right  of  steam  navigation  on  the  waterways  of 
the  Federal  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Amazonas  and  in  the  rivers 
Caura  and  Cuchiroro,  during  which  period  the  Government  would  not 
grant  a  similar  concession  to  any  other  person  or  company.  This 
arrangement  was  put  into  writing;  and  in  article  10  of  this  agreement 
there  is  found  the  following: 

This  contract  can  be  transferred  to  any  other  party  or  company  with  the  previous  assent 
of  the  Federal  Government,  without  which  formality  that  transfer  can  not  be  effected. 
However,  as  an  exception,  this  contract  can  be  transferred  in  part  or  in  whole  to  the  Belgian 
company  called  Compagnie  Internationale  des  Caoutchoucs  et  Produits  Natiu^ls  au  Bassin 
de  rCMnoque. 

In  another  part  of  the  agreement  the  company  was  accorded  the 
right  to  construct  within  the  Territories  mentioned  such  railways  and 
telegraph  Unes  as  it  might  think  convenient  or  valuable. 

Through  misadventures  this  agreement  was  not  effected. 

In  the  meantime,  anticipating  success  in  the  above-mentioned 
negotiations,  the  Belgian  company  had  been  constituted  to  take  over 
the  new  contract.  In  the  end  there  was  no  new  contract  and  the 
Belgian  company  did  not  become  effective.  The  departure  of  Mr. 
Berthier  for  Paris  July,  1891 ,  left  no  attorney  to  represent  the  company 
before  the  high  Federal  court,  and  it  does  not  appear  that  another  was 
appointed. 

March  17,  1891,  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain  published  his  award 
settling  the  boundary  dispute  between  the  Republics  of  Venezuela 
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and  Colombia.  It  was  unfavorable  to  the  first-named  country  and 
sustained  the  contention  of  the  latter.  It  gave  to  Colombia  more  than 
one-half  of  the  area  of  the  Federal  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and  Ama- 
zonas  as  claimed  by  Venezuela  up  to  the  date  of  the  royal  award.  It 
made  the  Orinoco  south  of  its  junction  with  the  Meta,  the  Casiquiare, 
and  the  Rio  Negro  the  line  between  the  two  countries,  giving  both  of 
them  equal  rights  therein.  It  removed  from  the  control  of  Venezuela 
the  Rio  Guaviare,  Vichada,  Inrida,  Atabapo,  and  Guainia.  Of  these 
the  last  four  were  wholly  and  the  first  was  largely  in  the  territory  of 
Venezuela,  as  claimed  by  that  Government  in  her  contention  before 
the  royal  arbitrator  and  as  it  appears  from  its  official  maps.  Similarly 
the  maps  current  in  the  United  States  of  America  prior  to  1891 
allotted  this  territory  to  Venezuela.  "  Under  the  rectified  boundary 
these  rivers  are  wholly  within  Colombian  territory. 

On  the  territory  thus  removed  from  the  dominion  of  Venezuela  the 
company  had  established  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Vichada  an  JuUo,  where 
had  been  installed  300  cows,  12  bulls,  mules,  and  donkeys,  and  had 
there  prepared  lands  for  cultivation;  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Guaviare 
it  had  begun  the  cultivation  of  sugar  cane,  had  built  a  sugar  house  and 
a  still;  on  the  left  bank  of  the  latter  river  and  also  of  the  Orinoco  had 
been  begun  improvements  of  the  cacao.  Of  these  enterprises  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  had  received  due  and  seasonable  notice. 
The  company  considered  a  valuable  part  of  its  concession  to  be  the 
marble  deposits  on  the  Inrida,  the  minerals  in  the  region  of  the 
Guaviare,  and  above  all  the  great  savannas  west  of  the  Meta,  regarded 
as  very  valuable  for  cattle  raising. 

It  is  now  time  to  bring  forward  the  decree  of  rescission  pronounced 
by  the  high  Federal  court.  The  amendment,  previously  named, 
which  was  made  by  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  of  June  19  was  to 
the  effect  that  examination  of  the  documents  relating  to  the  article 
imported  by  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  disclosed  that  the 
unpaid  duties  on  these  articles  by  reason  of  the  company's  exemption 
amounted  to  40,048.62  bolivars,  which  sum  is  demanded  in  damages 
as  a  substitute  for  600,000  bolivars,  which  appeared  in  the  original 
petition. 

The  answer  which  was  made  by  Andr6s  Fiat  to  the  suit  in  question 
on  July  22,  1890,  is  in  substance  and  effect  summarized  in  that  portion 
of  the  decree  which  is  herein  quoted,  and  therefore  need  not  be  set 
forth  here. 

Upon  the  issues  formed  and  upon  the  testimony  adduced  before  the 
high  Federal  court  it  proceeded  in  due  course  to  the  consideration  and 
determination  of  the  cause  and  to  the  pronouncing  of  its  sentence. 

The  decree  of  the  high  Federal  court  is  a  carefully  considered  and 
carefully  written  document  of  many  pages,  but  that  which  is  essential 
to  the  questions  here  involved  can  be  easily  abbreviated.    After 
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having  brought  into  the  decree  the  essential  facts  connected  with  the 
process  and  proceedings  anterior  to  the  settling  of  its  decision  the 
court  says: 

6.  That  it  appears  from  the  documents  that  the  Government  has  fulfilled  on  its  part>  all 
the  obligations  which  the  contracts  already  mentioned  imposed  upon  it. 

And  considering  that  from  the  documents  result  the  proof  of  the  failure  of  accomplishment 
by  the  Company  Oeneral  of  the  Orinoco  of  the  obligatipns,  1  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  9  of  the  first 
contract,  and  also  that  it  has  not  carried  out  the  stipulations  3, 4,  and  5  of  the  second  contract, 
the  Government  having  brought  to  an  end  the  perfect  execution  of  the  said  contract;  that 
the  representative  of  the  said  company  has  alleged,  in  reply  to  the  demand  of  the  present 
process,  that  "  the  facts  on  which  they  pretend  to  base  themselves  are  not  certain,  or  are 
inexact,  and  those  which  really  can  be  established  prove  that  the  company  has  fulfilled  with 
extraordinary  effort  and  diligence  and  with  enormous  expenses  up  to  the  point  where  there 
have  appeared  insurmountable  difficulties,  which  constitute /orc6  majeure,  or  acts  of  author- 
ities dependent  upon  the  Government  itself  and  contrary  to  the  stipulations  of  the  contract." 
That  these  exceptions  offered  by  the  company  do  not  appear  to  be  proven  by  the  docu- 
ments of  the  present  process,  and  that  finally  the  lack  of  accomplishment  on  the  part  of  the 
company  of  the  two  contracts  referred  to  is  an  evident  fact  being  given  that  in  the  present 
case  are  applicable  the  provisions  of  article  1149  of  the  civil  code,  in  virtue  of  which  the 
omission  in  the  accomplishment  of  any  one  of  the  requirements  of  a  contract  is  equivalent 
to  its  absolute  inexecution  when  there  is  no  agreement  to  the  contrary,  and  it  has  not  been 
alleged  nor  proven  that  any  compact  of  this  nature  exists;  that  article  1110  of  the  civil  code 
establishes  that  '^  the  resultory  condition  is  always  implicit  in  bilateral  contracts  in  the  case 
where  one  of  the  two  contracting  parties  does  not  accomplish  its  obligation ;"  that  as  for  the 
resolution,  it  has  the  eflFect  which  article  1256  of  the  same  code  provides;  that  article  1163 
of  the  said  code  imposes  the  payment  of  damages  aad  prejudices  to  the  debtor  who  does  not 
execute  his  obligation,  damages,  and  prejudices  which  in  the  present  case  amount  to  40,048.62 
bolivars,  according  to  the  liquidation  produced  by  the  demander,  a  sum  to  which  the  claim 
of  the  treasury  on  this  subject  is  limited.     For  such  reasons  the  high  Federal  court,  admin- 
istering justice  in  the  name  of  the  Republic  and  by  authority  of  the  law,  declares  to  allow 
the  claim  presented  in  the  present  process  by  the  fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda  against  the 
Company  General  of  the  Orinoco,  and  consequently  is  declared  the  resolution  of  the  con- 
tracts of  May  24,  1886,  and  May  31 ,  1887,  passed  by  the  National  Government  with  Messrs. 
Tejera  and  Delort,  respectively,  of  which  the  company  named  is  cessionary. 

The  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  is  sentenced  to  pay  to  the  National  Government  the 
sum  of  40,048.62  bolivars  for  damages  and  prejudices  caused  to  the  nation  from  the  non- 
accomplishment  on  the  part  of  the  company  of  the  contracts  named,  together  with  the 
expenses  of  this  process. 

There  was  no  aippearance  on  the  part  of  the  company  on  September 
29, 1891,  at  which  time  the  National  Government  was  properly  repre- 
sented and  was  heard  m  oral  pleading  before  the  court.  No  notice 
was  served  or  summons  made  upon  the  counsel  who  had  appeared  in 
the  case  for  Mr.  Fiat.  Indeed,  since  he  was  attorney  of  the  company, 
and  they  were  his  counsel  only,  their  relation  to  the  company  and  to 
the  case  since  he  had  resigned,  their  right  to  appear  and  to  be  heard, 
or  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have  them  cited  in,  had  such  a  duty 
rested  upon  the  Government  at  that  stage  of  the  cause,  is  in  none  of 
these  respects  very  clear  to  the  umpire.  There  was  no  attorney  of  the 
company  then  resident  in  Venezuela,  and  there  had  been  none  since 
July  previous,  but  whether  this  fact  was  known  to  the  Government 
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or  to  the  court  does  not  appear.  The  evidence  of  two  witnesses 
adduced  by  the  company  is  referred  to  by  the  court  in  its  decree  as 
having  been  considered  by  it  in  coming  to  its  final  judgment.  Aside 
from  this  evidence  the  court  was  not  assisted  by  the  company  in  any- 
way after  the  court  began  its  consideration  of  the  facts,  the  law,  and 
the  equity  of  the  cause,  nor  were  the  interests  of  the  company  in  any- 
way subserved  or  protected*  at  this  time  by  the  presence  in  court  of 
attorney  or  counsel.  In  a  very  few  days  the  company  had  knowledge 
of  the  action  of  the  court ;  but  it  did  not  then  or  ever  take  any  steps  to 
be  heard  on  any  question  or  motion  proper  to  have  been  taken  on  its 
part  under  the  law  of  the  Republic  or  the  procedure  of  the  court. 
Neither  does  it  appear  from  the  attitude  of  the  company  toward  the 
suit  for  quite  a  period  prior  to  October  14,  1890,  and  for  years  there- 
after that  it  desired  to  be  heard  in  the  high  Federal  court  on  the  matter 
of  the  final  decree.  The  tenor  of  the  proceedings  of  the  company 
after  it  passed  into  liquidation  is  clearly  that  it  depended,  not  on  a 
successful  defense  to  the  suit,  but  solely  upon  negotiations  with  the 
Government  for  its  existence  and  prosperity.  No  other  version  can 
be  given  to  the  acts,  declarations,  and  apparent  animus  of  its  mov- 
ing and  managing  spirits  and  agents. 

At  the  time  this  decree  was  passed  the  Company  General  of  the 
Orinoco  had  actually  brought  into  Venezuela  and  expended  in  and 
about  its  enterprise  the  sum 'of  2,373,317.89  francs,  after  deducting 
from  the  total  expenses  the  sums  actually  received  for  products 
exported  under  its  concessions. 

Certain  conditions  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  and  cer- 
tain administrative  acts  in  relation  to  it  will  now  be  considered. 

It  was  in  March,  1888,  that  the  company  took  possession  of  the 
lands  granted  by  Mr.  Vemet  and  formed  on  the  Vichada  the  hato 
which  bore  the  name  of  S'anta  Catalina.  It  was  here  that  the  cattle 
obtained  at  Buena  Vista  were  placed,  the  chief  purpcs3  of  this  hato 
being  to  prepare  for  the  necessities  of  the  immigrants,  since  there  wrs 
not  in  all  the  region  of  the  Maipures  so  much  as  one  single  animal  of 
the  cow  kind. 

The  minister  of  fomento  was  advised  of  the  establishment  of  the 
hato,  and  later  a  concession  of  lands  was  demanded  of  him  to  be  located 
on  the  Vichada  for  similar  purposes.  To  this  demand  there  was  no 
reply  by  the  Government. 

The  action  of  the  governors  of  the  Territories  Upper  Orinoco  and 
Amazonas,  and  of  persons  representatives  of  the  Federal  Government 
in  that  locality,  was  such  concerning  the  exploitation  and  expartation 
of  the  natural  products  of  those  Territories,  which  were  exclusively  the 
property  of  the  company,  that  it  resulted  in  depriving  the  company 
of  any  benefits  of  its  concessions  for  the  year  1890  and  thereafterwards, 
notwithstanding  adequate  provisions  had  been  made  by  the  company 
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with  a  Liverpool  firm  to  furnish  the  requisite  funds  to  complete  the 
payment  for  those  products  and  the  agent  of  the  firm  had  been  sent 
out  to  Venezuela  for  that  purpose,  and  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  much 
of  the  india  rubber  had  been  harvested  by  means  of  advances  which 
the  company  had  made  aforetime. 

Mr.  Valentin  Perez,  the  trusted  representative  and  agent  of  the 
Government  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo  in  the  summer  and  early 
autumn  of  1890,  returned  to  his  home  in  La  Urbana  late  in  that  year 
or  early  in  1891,  organized  an  armed  force  and  began  an  expedition  up 
the  river.  April  28,  1891,  he  attacked  the  steamer  Libertad,  at  the 
mouth  of  the  river  Meta,  with  firearms.  The  steamer  escaped  without 
loss  of  life  to  its  crew,  although  the  marks  of  many  bullets  were  found 
upon  the  boat.  The  doings  of  Perez  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
governor  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo,  who,  fearing  an  attack,  took 
away  the  valves  from  the  boiler  of  the  Meta  and  removed  fliflerent 
parts  of  the  engine,  rendering  her  useless  should  she  fall  into  the  hands 
of  Perez,  but  it  had  a  similar  effect  upon  her  usefulness  and  value  to 
the  company. 

The  governor  also  took  by  main  force  the  arms  and  munitions  which 
the  company  had  a  lawful  right  to  keep  at  its  agencies  and  which  were 
necessary  for  its  protection  in  that  part  of  the  country.  Perez  took 
possession,  consecutively,  of  Atures,  Maipures,  and  San  Fernando  de 
Atabapo,  and  seized  everything  of  value  which  lay  in  his  way;  and, 
from  his  home  at  La  Urbana  to  the  capital  of  the  Territories  he  burned 
all  the  wood  sheds  of  the  company,  some  seventeen  in  number,  includ- 
ing the  fuel  contained  therein.  About  this  time  Mr.  Calvaras,  agent  of 
the  company  at  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo,  attempting  to  escape  to 
Ciudad  Bolfvar,  died  at  Maipures  of  fatigue  and  privation.  Mr.  Mary, 
another  agent,  descended  the  river  to  Ciudad  Bolivar.  Mr.  Oudart 
tried  to  escape  from  San  CArlos,  but  he  wj!s  attached  and  robbed.  He 
gathered  together  a  few  men  and  attacked  the  troops  of  Perez  by 
night,  seized  about  one-fourth  of  his  india  rubber,  threw  it  into  boats, 
and  went  to  Brazil.  This  practically  ended  the  exploitation  of  these 
Territories  by  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinocro. 

Perez  c&ptured  the  governor  and  detained  him  as  a  prisoner.  To 
reestablish  order  in  the  Territories  the  Government  sent  troops  from 
Ciudad  Bolivar  to  San  Fernando  de  Atabapo.  To  accomplish  this,  it 
requisitioned  the  Libertad  to  csury  its  soldiers  to  Atures.  Above  the 
rapids  the  Government  used  the  steamers  of  the  enterprise  to  take  the 
soldiers  to  the  capital  of  the  Territories.  At  Maipures  the  troops  were 
fed  with  meat  from  the  cattle  of  the  company.  For  the  service  of  the 
Libertad  the  company  received  2,000  bolivars,  but  for  the  rest  nothing. 

The  years  1892  and  1893  witnessed  the  successful  revolution  of  Gen. 
Joaquin  Crespo.  As  a  consequence,  public  and  private  business  and 
the  processes  of  the  courts  and  the  administration  of  the  Government 
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were  seriously  interrupted  and  obstructed.  It  was  not  until  February 
20,  1894,  that  General  Crespo  was  named  constitutional  President. 
'  The  matters  of  the  Company  General  had  suflFered  seriously  through 
this  revolutionary  crisis.  No  execution  had  been  issued  for  the  dam- 
ages and  costs  awarded  the  Government  in  its  suit  of  rescission  against 
the  company.  March  8,  1893,  the  new  governor  of  the  Federal  Ter- 
ritories, Gen.  Juan  Anselmo,  issued  a  decree  of  suquestration  agsinst 
the  property  of  the  company  in  the  Territory  of  Upper  Orinoco,  to 
make  effective  the  judgment  of  October  14,  1891,  by  recovering  the 
amount  thereof;  and  to  that  end  he  asserted  the  lien  of  the  Government 
upon  both  the  movable  and  the  immovable  property  of  the  company, 
whether  in  its  possession  or  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had  appropri- 
ated it  to  their  own  use,  appointed  a  depositary,  and  allowed  thirty 
days  during  which  time  all  persons  who  had  anything  belonging  to  the 
Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  were  to  bring  it  to  the  depositary  or 
to  pay  him  the  value  of  the  same^  After  this  delay  of  thirty  days, 
judicial  proceedings  were  to  be  taken  conformable  to  the  laws  against 
delinquents. 

This  decree  was  disaffirmed  by  the  high  Federal  court  because  no 
such  power  was  vouchsafed  the  governor  by  the  decree  which  created 
and  organized  the  Territory.  The  court  held  that  this  could  issue 
solely  through  the  judiciary  department,  citing  articles  298,  299,  30O, 
301,  302, 303, 304,  305,  and  306  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.  It  goes 
on  to  say: 

That  which  the  governor  ought  to  have  done  was  to  bring  to  the  knowledge  of  the  judges 
of  the  locality  of  the  circumspection  of  his  command,  in  which  were  the  interests  of  the  com- 
pany, the  complaints  of  the  interested  parties,  in  order  that  according  to  the  reasons  alleged 
their  acquired  rights  might  be  guaranteed,  etc. 

It  resulted  that  all  of  the  Company's  property  which  at  that  time 
could  be  assembled  in  that  Territory  was  sold  at  a  nominal  figure. 

July  10, 1902,  the  liquidators  of  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco 
addressed  a  memorial  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France  m 
which  they  stated  their  case  as  follows : 

That  in  consequence  of  the  sentence  given  by  the  high  Federal  court  October  14,  1891, 
without  the  appearing  in  court  of  the  plaintiff  company  the  creditors  of  the  said  company 
were  obliged  to  apply  to  the  liquidators  for  the  vindication  of  their  rights  against  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela. 

This  was  followed  by  a  statement  of  their  claim  in  detail. 

In  1894,  shortly  after  Greneral  Crespo  became  the  constitutional 
President  of  the  RepubHc,  Mr.  Theodore  Delort  came  to  Caracas  in  the 
interest  of  the  liquidators  in  an  effort  to  adjust  the  matters  of  differ- 
ence then  existing.  While  at  Caracas  he  addressed  a  communication, 
in  the  nature  of  a  r&um6,  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Vene- 
zuela.    Among  other  things  of  value  is  found  this : 

Tlie  honor  and  standing  of  the  members  who  form  this  enterprise,  our  credit  being  under- 
st(K)d  and  our  proceedings  correct,  are  the  reasons  which  compel  mc  to  act  to-day  in  the  pre»- 
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ent  claim,  not  to  regdn  our  capital  lost,  if  it  is  understood  that  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment wishes  to  render  us  justice,  but  to  take  into  consideration  the  said  credits  and  that  we 
may  be  able  to  fulfill  our  engagements  honorably. 

Earlier  in  the  communication  Mr.  Delort  had  stated  the  indebted- 
ness of  the  company. 

The  purpose  of  the  company  to  obtain  means  whereby  to  cancel  its 
indebtedness  is  ascribed  to  it  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Vene- 
zuela in  his  opinion  in  this  case,  where  he  says : 

And  lastly,  their  attempts,  twice  baffled,  to  convert  first  into  an  Englisli  company  with 
the  name  of  ''The  Orinoco  Exploration  and  Trading  Company,''  and  later  into  a  Belgian 
limited  company,  under  the  name  of  "Compagnie  Intemationfd  des  Caoutchoucs,"  both 
attempts  having  been  made  with  the  object  of  obtaining  an  increase  of  cash  capital  to  pay 
off  debts  and  proceed  with  the  business. 

The  liquidators  of  the  company  presented  a  further  memorial  of 
their  difficulties  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  for  France,  December 
5,  1895. 

For  quite  a  portion  of  the  time  elapsing  between  October  14, 1891,  and 
the  treaty  of  February  19,  1902,  the  two  Governments  had  not  been  in 
friendly  diplomatic  relation.  This  fact  is  named  as  an  explanation  of 
delays  which  have  occurred  in  the  presentation  and  pursuit  of  this 
claim  diplomatically. 

In  the  preceding  attempt  to  present  the  salient  facts  of  this  case 
much  time  has  been  taken  and  many  words  have  been  used,  and  yet 
much  which  tends  to  throw  Ught  upon  it  has  been  omitted  in  order  to 
condense  and  shorten  the  statement.  It  is  hoped  that  the  bases  upon 
which  a  decision  must  rest  are  sufficiently  apparent.  The  umpire 
must  acknowledge  his  indebtedness  to  the  company  for  the  valued  aid 
of  its  counsel  Mr.  Poincar6,  and  to  the  honorable  commissioners  for 
their  efficient  services  both  in  the  matters  of  fact  and  in  the  justice  and 
equity  to  be  evolved  therefrom  in  arriving  at  a  right  award. 

The  claimant  Government  asserts  its  right  of  recovery  because  of 
denials  of  justice  through  a  long  series  of  administrative  and  govern- 
mental measures,  notably  the  decrees  of  August  8  and  9, 1890,  and  the 
sequestration  of  1893;  also  finds  cause  therefor  in  the  impunished 
wrongs  perpetrated  by  Valentin  Perez  and  in  the  abuses  of  the  powers  of 
the  governors,  notably  Mr.  d'Aubeterre,  and  the  decree  of  annulment 
by  pro  tempore  Governor  Page ;  likewise  in  the  decree  of  the  minister 
of  hacienda  in  April,  1890,  and  in  successive  acts  of  the  minister  of  the 
interior  in  the  same  year;  and,  further,  in  a  multitude  of  acts,  of 
manoeuvers,  of  outrages;  also  in  the  refusal  of  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment to  permit  assignments  of  the  concessions  of  the  company  and  its 
properties  to  the  English  company  formed  and  registered,  and  to  recog- 
nize and  allow  said  EngUsh  company  to  take  up  and  carry  on  the  con- 
tracts of  December  17,  1885,  and  of  April  1,  1887,  together  with  its 
imjust  silence  respecting  the  Colombian- Venezuelan  arbitration  and 
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its  acquiescence  in  the  large  expenditures  made  by  the  company  in  the 
extension  and  development  of  its  enterprise  after  the  knowledge  of  the 
Government  that  there  had  been  no  compliance  in  fact  with  the  pro- 
visions concerning  the  railroads  around  the  rapids  of  Atures  and  the 
rapids  of  Maipures,  and  to  the  general  attitude  of  the  Government  and 
its  administration  toward  the  company  after  the  year  1888,  whereby 
it  permitted,  if  it  did  not  incite,  attacks,  open  and  covert,  upon  the 
concessions  of  the  company. 

It  also  claims  denials  of  justice  through  violations  of  public  and  pri- 
vate right,  committed  not  only  in  the  course  of  the  process  (suit  of 
1890),  but  outside  of  every  judicial  instance.  Concerning  the  suit  for 
rescission,  it  is  alleged  to  be  a  nulUty,  because  (a)  that  Mr.  Fiat,  the 
attorney  of  the  company  in  Caracas,  received  no  citation  or  order  to 
appear  at  the  time  of  the  presentation  by  the  fiscal  nacional  de 
hacienda  before  the  high  Federal  court  of  the  demand  for  rescission 
of  the  contracts  and  payment  of  an  indemnity;  (b)  the  rogatory  com- 
missions issued  in  said  cause  on  the  motion  of  the  defendant  for  the 
investigation  in  Europe  were  irregular  in  the  issue  and  transmission 
and  ineffective  through  the  fault  of  the  com-t  or  the  Government;  (c) 
the  failure  of  the  court  or  the  Government  to  forewarn  ilr.  Fiat  or  the 
advocates  of  the  defendant  of  the  day  set  for  the  oral  pleadings  in  the 
cause,  and  the  resultant  nonparticipation  of  the  defendant  in  such 
hearing;  (d)  the  sentence  of  the  court  October  14,  1891,  was  rendered 
in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Fiat  and  the  advocates  of  the  defendant  and 
without  citation  upon  them  or  either  of  them  to  be  present  and  without 
their  knowledge,  in  fact,  that  the  sentence  was  to  be  pronounced,  and 
without  other  knowledge  than  its  publication  in  the  Official  Grazette 
of  October  17,  three  days  after  the  decree  was  promulgated.  This 
procedure  was  said  to  be  in  violation  of  Title  5,  Venezuelan  Code  of 
Civil  Procedure  with  regard  to  citation. 

The  claimant  company  also  asserts  its  right  for  indemnity  arising 
from  requisitions  of  and  injuries  to  its  property  by  the  authorities  of 
the  respondent  Government  and  for  other  acts  contrary  to  the  law  of 
nations.  The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela,  a  lawyer  of 
high  standing  in  the  courts  of  his  country,  skillful  in  his  profession, 
and  of  high  honor,  whose  opinion  in  such  a  matter  is  entitled  to  great 
weight,  finds  no  irregidarities  in  the  preUminary  process  of  the  high 
Federal  court.     The  umpire  fails  to  observe  any. 

However,  if  the  umpire  regarded  the  point  as  possessing  value,  he 
would  more  carefully  study  the  question.  In  his  opinion  the  appear- 
ance of  Mr.  Fiat  as  disclosed  cures  all  irregularity  of  notice  or  entire 
lack  of  official  notification,  had  either  existed.  This  proposition  is 
elementary,  and  requires  no  authority  to  sustain  it.  It  effectually 
removes  the  first  objection  of  the  claimant  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
high  Federal  court. 
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The  second  objection  refers  to  the  issuing  of  the  rogatory  commis- 
sions from  the  court  direct  to  the  attorney  of  the  company  instead  of 
transmitting  them  through  diplomatic  channels  at  its  instance  and 
through  its  personal  procurement.  This  is  regarded  as  fatal  error  by 
the  eminent  counsel  of  the  claimant  company.  Much  ingenuity,  abiUty, 
and  learning  is  displayed  in  an  effort  to  charge  the  failure  in  the  execu- 
tion of  some  of  these  commissions  upon  this  act  of  the  court  and  thereby 
to  find  cause  to  invalidate  its  final  decree.  Without  entering  the 
domain  of  this  discussion  it  suffices  to  say  that  the  attorney  of  the 
company  accepted  these  commissions  from  the  hand  of  the  court's 
oflB^cer  without  objection  and  proceeded  to  makie  use  of  them  in  his 
own  way.  It  was  he,  and  not  the  court,  who  sent  them  abroad  through 
other  than  diplomatic  channels.  He  had  always  the  right  and  the 
opportunity  to  obtain  the  aid  and  the  intervention  of  the  friendly 
diplomatic  powers  of  France.  He  had,  moreover,  the  imused  privi- 
lege of  preferring  to  the  high  Federal  court  a  petition  for  the  reissuing 
of  those  commissions  and  their  transmission  through  such  channels  as 
he  might  then  request  or  suggest.  There  were  many  months  in  which 
he  should  have  learned  the  necessity  of  such  procedure,  if  it  existed, 
and  in  which  he  might  have  appeared  before  the  court  for  such  pur- 
pose. So  far  as  appears  of  record,  every  request  he  made  in  court  was 
granted,  and  any  f ailiu'e  to  educe  evidence  through  the  rogatory  com- 
missions must  be  charged  to  the  action  or  inaction  of  the  company's 
attorney,  and  not  to  the  high  Federal  court  or  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment. Such  is  the  judgment  of  the  umpire  upon  the  second  point 
of  objection  to  the  judicial  process  in  question. 

Objections  ^*c"  and  ^'d"  will  be  considered  together. 
The  first  point  to  be  recalled  is  that  the  recognized  and  accredited 
attorney  of  the  company  before  the  high  Federal  court  was  Andr6s 
Fiat.  His  power  of  attorney  had  been  presented  to  the  inspection 
of  the  court,  it  had  been  translated,  examined,  adjudged  to  be  ample 
and  correct,  and  in  virtue  thereof  he  was  accorded  a  representative 
character  for  said  company  in  said  coiul.  He  had  resigned.  His 
resignation  had  been  accepted  by  the  company.  Another  had  been 
appointed,  and  had  declined  to  serve.  It  does  not  appear  that  Mr. 
Berthier  was  constituted  an  attorney  with  letters  as  such.  If  he  were, 
he  failed  to  qualify  before  the  court.  Until  his  resignation  Mr.  Fiat 
was  the  attorney  of  the  company.  Doctors  Urbane j  a  and  Feo  were 
his  counsel,  so  designated  and  named  by  him  in  coml  and  so  recognized 
and  received.  It  is  also  true  that  so  far  as  the  umpire  knows  at  this 
time  there  was  no  duly  constituted  attorney  of  the  company  in  Vene- 
zuela. This  was  the  situation  September  25,  1891,  the  day  on  which 
selection  was  made  by  the  court  of  the  time  on  which  the  final  audi- 
ence was  to  take  place  and  the  parties  were  to  be  heard  orally  and  in 
writing  by  their  respective  advocates.  The  situation  was  the  same 
S.  Doc.  533,  69—1 23 
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September  29,  and  it  had  not  changed  October  14.  Was  the  high 
Federal  court  charged  with  any  duty  of  notice  to  the  company  under 
these  circumstances,  provided  such  notice  was  required  by  the  laws 
of  the  country  and  the  rules  of  the  court,  if  there  had  been  an  attorney 
of  the  company  known  to  the  court  within  reach  of  its  process  ?  The 
honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  holds  that  articles  109  and 
162  of  the  Code  of  Procedure  do  not  apply  to  such  a  case  as  is  here 
presented.  Article  109  refers  to  a  cause  in  suspension;  article  162, 
to  a  case  of  indefinite  delay.  In  his  opinion  he  gives  a  historical 
review  of  the  case  from  its  inception  to  the  decree,  and  from  this 
review  he  reaches  the  conclusion  that — 

the  sentence  was  thus  pronounced  by  the  high  Federal  court  after  complying  rigorouslT 
with  the  legal  prescriptions,  and  with  all  the  formalities  of  the  proceedings  as  established 
by  law  on  behalf  of  both  parties  interested  for  the  defense  of  their  respective  rights. 

He  holds  that  the  case  had  never  been  in  suspense;  that  the  day 
on  which  the  time  had  expired  for  producing  proofs  the  representative 
of  the  Government  moved  for  active  continuation  of  the  case  and  the 
court  acceded  to  his  motion. 

Similarlj",  the  honorable  commissioner  finds  no  indefinite  delay 
such  as  is  designated  in  and  covered  by  article  162. 

Doctors  Urbaneja  and  Feo,  also  learned  in  the  law,  gave  an  opinion 
sustaining  the  contention  of  the  claimants.  It  is  not  necessary  for 
the  umpire  to  decide  between  these  conflicting  opinions,  since  the 
company  had  opportunity  to  test  the  worth  of  its  contentions  by  a 
petition  to  the  high  Federal  court  to  invalidate  its  decision  under 
and  by  virtue  of  case  I,  article  538,  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  then 
in  force  in  Venezuela.  If  the  points  now  urged  before  the  umpire 
were  of  the  character  to  come  under  that  article,  the  duty  of  the  court 
was  clear  and  its  action  Certain.  Practically  it  must  come  under 
the  terms  of  that  article  or  else  it  had  not  the  vitality  now  claimed 
for  it. 

For  six  months  an  opportunity  existed  wherein  this  question  could 
be  considered,  the  proofs  marshaled,  and  the  petition  made.  If  there 
had  been  such  grave  fault  on  the  part  of  the  high  Federal  court  as 
in  the  opinion  of  the  c  ompany's  eminent  counsel  would  amount  to  a 
denial  of  justice,  why  was  not  an  effort  made,  based  upon  these 
grounds,  to  secure  an  invalidation  of  the  decree  ?  If  this  had  been 
done  and  there  had  resulted  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  court  to 
reopen  the  case,  then  the  duty  of  the  umpire  to  carefully  consider 
the  law  and  the  facts  relating  to  this  objection  would  be  paramount. 
There  is  not  a  single  act  of  the  high  Federal  court  in  connection  with 
the  suit  in  ([uestion  which  suggests  in  the  slightest  degree  any  other 
than  a  scrupulous  regard  for  the  rights  of  the  defendants  therein. 
With  this  judgment  formed  from  his  study  of  the  procedure  in  this 
case  the  umpire  would  be  peculiarly  constituted  if  he  should  hold 
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that  this  distinguished  body  would  necessarily  depart  from  its  wellr 
ordered  course  when  there  was  presented  before  it  a  just  cause  for 
reconsideration. 

In  the  suit  to  rescind  the  contracts  of  December  17,  1885,  and  of 
April  1,  1887,  it  is  therefore  adjudged  that  the  decree  of  the  high 
Federal  court  of  October  14,  1891,  is  not  now  open  to  attack  by  the 
defendant  therein  through  the  intervention  of  the  claimant  Govern- 
ment, and  it  is  not  a  denial  of  justice  under  the  treaty  of  1885,  or 
in  virtue  of  the  rules  and  principles  of  pubUc  law. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  every  matter  and  point  distinctly  in 
issue  in  said  cause,  and  which  was  directly  passed  upon  and  deter- 
mined in  said  decree,  and  which  was  its  ground  and  basis,  is  con- 
cluded by  said  judgment,  and  the  claimants  themselves  and  the  claim- 
ant Government  in  their  behalf  are  forever  estopped  from  asserting 
any  right  or  claim  based  in  any  part  upon  any  fact  actually  and 
directly  involved  in  said  decree. 

The  general  principle  announced  in  numerous  cases  is  that  a  right,  question,  or  fact  dis- 
tinctly put  in  issue  and  directly  determined  by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  as  a  ground 
of  recovery,  can  not  be  disputed,  etc.. 

Southern  Pacific  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  168  Sup.  a.  Rep.,  1.  (S.  C,  L.  C.  P.  Co.,  42, 377,  with 
extensive  annotations.) 

Also,  see  9  Encylc.  PL  and  Pr.,  625,  and  the  notes. 

Is  this  holding  by  the  umpire  conclusive  of  this  claim?  The  answer 
is  affected  by  the  decision  which  he  will  make  upon  the  proposition, 
that  no  award  can  be  predicated  upon  any  other  ground  than  a  denial 
of  justice;  which  proposition  is  based  upon  the  ground  that  the  treaty 
of  1885  is  determinative  of  the  issues  which  may  be  decided  by  this 
honorable  conunission.  If  the  treaty  of  1885  is  applicable  to  this  case, 
then  his  position  in  reference  to  the  decree  of  October  14,  1891,  decides 
adversely  this  claim. 

If  the  treaty  of  1885  was  before  the  umpire  he  would  interpret  its 
provisions  as  did  the  honorable  President  of  the  Swiss  Republic  in  the 
Fabiani  award.  Being  so  interpreted,  it  would  be  impossible  to  award 
damages  here.  There  has  been  no  denial  of  justice,  nor  such  a  delay 
of  justice  according  to  usage  or  to  law,  nor  such  exhaustion  of  the  legal 
means  available  to  the  claimants,  nor  such  a  violation  of  treaty  or  the 
rules  of  the  right  of  nations  as  would  admit  of  a  favorable  award,  if  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  honorable  commission  is  thus  limited.  Such,  how- 
ever, is  not  the  interpretation  placed  by  the  umpire  upon  the  conven- 
tion of  February  19,  1902.     Article  2  of  that  protocol  provides  that — 

Demands  for  indemnities  other  than  those  which  are  aimed  at  in  article  1,  but  based  upon 
facts  anterior  to  the  23d  of  May,  1899,  will  be  examined  in  concert  by  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  of  Venezuela  and  by  the  French  minister  at  Caracas,  etc. 

All  of  the  cases  which  came  before  this  honorable  commission  at 
Caracas  in  1903,  including  the  eight  reserved  for  the  consideration  of 
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the  umpire,  were  under  the  above  provisions  of  article  2,  which  con- 
cludes with  the  clause : 

It  is  intended  that  this  procedure,  like  that  which  is  adopted  for  the  claims  of  1892,  is 
instituted  as  an  exception  only  and  does  not  invalidate  the  covenant  of  November  26. 1885. 

The  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  1885  were  not  interposed  in  the  case 
of  Jules  Brun,  heirs  of  Maninat,  Frierdich  &  Co.,  heirs  of  Massiani, 
Pieri  &  Co.,  or  Antoine  Fabiani.  It  was  apparently  not  interposed  in 
Caracas  against  any  of  the  cases  heard  by  the  honorable  commissioners 
and  reported  in  Ralston  and  Doyle's  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903. 

None  of  the  six  cases  above  referred  to  and  now  before  the  umpire 
for  his  decision  rest  upon  denials  of  justice.  All  have  been  submitted 
upon  the  claim,  implied  or  stated,  that  the  treaty  of  1885  did  not  apply. 
The  Fabiani  claim  was  based  entirely  upon  this  proposition.  To  these 
positions  of  the  claimants  there  has  been  no  dissent  on  the  part  of  the 
respondent  Government.  The  umpire  has  been  permitted  to  proceed 
upon  this  theory  and  has  made  his  judgment  and  awards  in  accordance 
with  what  he  understood  to  be  the  admitted  construction  of  the  con- 
vention of  1902;  and  it  is  not  until  he  reaches  the  case  now  in  hand 
that  this  question  is  raised,  if  it  is  now  distinctly  raised,  by  the  respond- 
ent Grovemment.  He  is  inclined  to  the  view  that  it  is  practically  in 
assent  to  the  assumption  of  the  eminent  counsel  for  the  claimants  that 
such  might  be  the  construction  of  this  treaty  that  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment takes  the  position  it  has  seemed  to  take  in  this  case  and 
contends  for  the  paramount  authority  of  the  treaty  of  1885. 

Were  the  umpire  unaided  by  the  interpretation  which  in  practice 
has  been  placed  upon  the  protocol  of  1902,  he  would  have  no  serious 
difficulty  in  construing  it  adversely  to  the  contention  of  the  resi)ond- 
ent  Government.  In  effect,  if  not  in  express  terms,  the  treaty  of  1885, 
by  the  convention  of  1 902,  is  left  in  force  generally ;  but  for  the  purposes 
of  claims  to  be  considered  imder  article  2  of  the  last-mentioned  con- 
vention the  treaty  of  1885  has  wholly  superseded  and  practically  abro- 
gated it  so  long  as  the  protocol  of  1 902  remains  effective.  Such  must  be 
the  meaning  of  that  provision  in  article  1  of  the  protocol  of  1902,  which 
relates  to — 

examining  in  concert  the  demands  for  indemnity  presented  by  Frenchmen  for  damages 
sustained  in  Venezuela,  etc. 

Concerning  this  there  might  exist  a  doubt,  but  not  when  there  is 
considered  the  provisions  heretofore  quoted,  that  the  procedure  insti- 
tuted by  the  protocol  of  1902  is — 

as  an  exception  only  and  does  not  invalidate  the  covenant  of  November  26, 1SS5. 

The  umpire  holds,  therefore,  that  by  the  terms  of  the  convention  of 
February  19,  1902,  he  can  award  such  sum  in  damages  in  any  and  all 
of  the  cases  submitted  to  him  as,  in  his  judgment,  properly  clarified 
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and  steadied  by  the  ethical  precepts  of  international  law,  equity  and 
good  conscience  demand  ^  in  no  respect  limited  or  controlled  by  the 
treaty  of  1885. 

It  is  a  consequence  of  this  holding  that  if  there  were  aught  of  wrong 
tow^ard  the  Company  Greneral  of  the  Orinoco  done  or  permitted  by  the 
respondent  Government  through  officials  or  persons  for  whose  acts  the 
Federal  Grovemment  is  responsible  which  were  not  concluded  in  and 
determined  by  the  decree  of  October  14, 1891,  then  over  such  this  hon- 
orable commission  has  jurisdiction  and  for  such  there  may  be  an  award 
in  damages  if  justice  and  equity  so  permit  and  so  require. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  umpire  there  are  many  matters  anterior  to  May 
28,  1890,  which  might  seriously  affect  the  rights  of  the  contending  par- 
ties which  were  not  at  all  involved  in  the  decree  of  the  high  Federal 
court.  The  restrictive  quaUty  of  estoppel  by  judgments  is  well  under- 
stood. It  is  not  broader  than  the  rule  stated  by  the  umpire  in  this 
case.  It  is  only  the  particular  matter  in  controversy  which  is  decided. 
It  is  the  exact  issue  as  formed  which  is  determined.  There  must  be 
identity  of  cause,  the  same  questions  in  issue,  the  same  subject-matter. 
(9  Encycl.  PI.  and  Pr.,  622-623;  id.,  624,  625;  Story's  Eq.  Pleadings, 
par.  791 ;  24  Encycl.  of  Law,  2d  ed.,  775;  5  Encycl.  PI.  and  Pr.,  780.) 

What  was  affirmed  in  the  case  in  question  by  the  plaintiff  therein  ? 

(1)  That  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  Grovemment  it  had  fulfilled  the 
stipulations  agreed  to  in  both  contracts.  (2)  That  certain  articles 
and  parts  of  articles  of  both  contracts  as  set  out  in  the  declaration  had 
not  been  fulfilled  on  the  part  of  the  defendant. 

What  was  the  pleading  of  the  company  ?   (1 )  That  it  had  performed. 

(2)  When  it  had  not  performed  it  had  been  prevented  by  main  force  or 
by  the  acts  and  neglects  of  the  Government  or  by  the  acts  and  neglects 
of  the  authorities  for  whom  the  Government  w£s  responsible,  these 
acts  and  neglects  referring  to  the  n[iatters  of  the  contract.  Such  were 
the  issues.  These  were  determined:  That  the  Government  had  ful- 
filled pn  its  part  all  the  obligations  which  the  two  said  contracts  imposed 
upon  it;  that  the  defendant  had  not  fulfilled  the  obligations  contained 
in  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  9  of  the  contract  of  December  17,  1885, 
nor  the  stipulations  3,  4,  rnd  5  of  the  contract  of  April  1,  1887;  that  it 
was  not  prevented  from  fulfilling  these  obligations  by  insurmountable 
difficulties  constituting /orc€  majeure  nor  was  it  so  prevented  by  the 
acts  of  authorities  dependent  upon  the  Government  itself  and  con- 
trary to  the  stipulations  of  the  contract.  This  reference  to  the  acts 
of  authorities  dependent  upon  the  Government  in  the  answer  of  the 
defendant  iij  excuse  for  its  failure  to  fulfill  certain  of  its  obligations  is 
understood,  solely  to  refer  to  matters  springing  from  the  contracts  and 
referring  to  the  Government  as  the  other  party  thereto.  Such  also  in 
the  opinion  of  the  umpire  is  the  force,  extent,  and  value  of  the 
decree  upon  that  point.     However,  from  the  attitude  which  this 
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claim  has  assumed  in  the  mind  of  the  umpire  it  is  not  necessary  that 
he  make  criticcl  analysis  of  the  decree  or  of  the  elements  of  fact 
anterior  to  May  28,  1890,  which  may  or  may  not  be  included 
therein  and  concluded  thereby. 

The  answer  of  the  defendant  company  in  the  suit  for  rescission  was 
in  defense  only.  It  presented  and  suggested  no  coimterclaims  or 
claims  in  set-off.  These  were  reserved.  They  were  not  plead,  not 
in  issue,  were  not  litigated,  and  therefore  can  not  be  concluded  by  the 
decree - 

The  language,  therefore,  which  is  so  often  used,  that  a  judgment  estops  not  only  as  to  eyerj 
ground  of  recovery  or  defense  actually  presented  in  the  action,  but  also  as  to  every  ground 
which  might  have  been  presented,  is  strictly  accurate,  when  applied  to  the  demand  or  claim 
in  controversy.  Such  demand,  or  claim,  having  passed  into  judgment,  can  not  again  be 
brought  into  litigation  between  the  parties  in  proceedings  at  law,  upon  any  ground  whatever. 

But  where  the  second  action  between  the  same  parties  is  upon  a  different  claim  or  demand, 
the  judgment  in  the  prior  action  operates  as  an  estoppel  only  as  to  those  matters  in  issue  or 
points  controverted,  upon  the  determination  of  which  the  finding  or  verdict  was  rendered. 
In  all  crises,  therefore,  where  it  is  sought  to  apply  the  estoppel  of  a  judgment  rendered  upon 
one  cause  of  action  to  matters  arising  in  a  suit  upon  a  different  cause  of  action,  the  inquiry 
must  always  l)e  as  to  the  point  or  question  actually  litigate.d  and  determined  in  the  original 
action;  not  what  might  have  been  thus  litigated  and  determined.  Only  upon  such  matters 
is  the  judgment  conclusive  in  another  action.  (Cromwell  v.  Sac  County,  4  Otto  (U.  S.  Sup. 
Ot.),  351-371;  (S.  C,  L.  C.  P.  Co.,  24, 195-204,  and  not*.) 

The  law  in  respect  to  estoppel  by  judgment  is  well  settled,  and  the  only  difficulty  lies  in 
the  application  of  the  law  to  the  facts.  The  particular  matter  in  controversy  in  the  adverse 
suit  was  the  triangular  piece  of  ground,  which  is  not  the  matter  of  dispute  in  this  action. 
The  judgment  in  that  case  therefore  is  not  conclusive  in  this  as  to  matters  which  might  have 
l)een  decided,  but  only  as  to  matters  which  were  in  fact  decided.  (lAst  Chance  Mining  Co.  r. 
Tyler  Mining  Go.  157  U.  S.  Sup.  Q.,  683-685;  (S.  C,  L.  C.  P.  Co.  39,  862);  9  Encycl.  PI. 
and  Pr.,  629-630;  24  Encycl.  of  I  aw,  2d  ed.,  775.) 

Not  having  been  pleaded  and  passed  upon  in  the  suit  for  rescission, 
all  claims  or  demands  which  by  the  claimant  company  on  May  28, 1890, 
might  have  been  plead  as  counterclaims  or  claims  in  set-off  to  the  suit 
for  rescission  in  its  prayer  for  damages,  or  which  might  have  consti- 
tuted at  that  time  ground  for  an  independent  action,  are  proper  to  be 
presented  and  considered  in  this  honorable  commission  as  substantive 
ground  for  an  award.     (24  Encycl.  of  Law,  2d  ed.,  775;  id.,  791.) 

It  is  certain  that  a  claim  in  offset  would  not  be  concluded  by  a  judgment  when  it  was 
neither  placed,  considered,  nor  deducted  in  making  up  the  judgment.  (Sup.  Ct.  of  Vt., 
found  in  52  Vt.,  121.) 

For  the  same  reasons  as  have  already  been  given,  the  decision  of 
October  14,  1891,  settled  nothing  after  May  28,  1890,  the  day  on 
which  the  suit  to  rescind  was  entered  in  the  high  Federal  court  by  the 
fiscal  nacional  de  hacienda.  The  issues  were  formed  as  of  that  date. 
The  cause  of  action  had  then  accrued.  It  then  existed  or  the  court 
had  no  jurisdiction.  For  such  causes  as  accrued  after  that  date  the 
court  gained  no  jurisdiction  in  virtue  of  the  suit  then  pending.     The 
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actions  of  the  claimant  company  and  of  the  respondent  Government 
posterior  to  that  date  are  all  proper  subjects  of  inquiry  and  of  award. 

The  cause  of  action  does  not  accrue  until  the  existence  pf  such  a  state  of  things  as  will 
enable  a  person  having  the  proper  illations  to  the  property  or  persons  concerned  to  bring 
an  action;    *    *    *      (1  Bouv.  Law  Diet.,  295.) 

Causes  of  action  must  exist  at  time  of  commencement  of  suit.  (1  Encycl.  Pi.  and 
Pr.,  209). 

Hence  a  judgment  against  a  defendant  is  not  conclusive  as  to  set-off  or  counterclaim 
which  he  might  have  pleaded  t-o  the  action.  In  the  absence  of  statute  a  defendant  having 
a  cross-demand  against  the  plaintiff  may,  at  his  election,  either  use  it  in  the  pending  suits  as 
a  set-off,  or  reserve  it  t^  be  used  as  the  basis  of  an  independent  action.  ITis  failure,  there- 
fore, to  plead  it  does  not  preclude  him  from  bringing  a  subsequent  action  upon  it.  (24 
Encycl.  of  Law,  785.) 

Notwithstanding  the  clear  right  of  this  honorable  commssion  to 
weigh,  pcss  upon,  and  merge  in  the  award  any  and  all  rightful  claims 
for  damages  inhering  in  the  claimant  company  for  wrongs  suffered 
through  those  for  whom  the  respondent  Government  is  responsible  and 
which  occurred  prior  to  May  28,  1890,  it  does  not  become  necessary  to 
take  this  position  in  order  to  obtain  equity  in  this  claim,  and  for  that 
reason  only  none  such  will  be  considered  for  that  purpose. 

There  is  no  dis.agreement  that  in  the  spring  and  summer  of  1890 
arrangements  had  been  perfected  by  the  liquidator  of  the  company 
and  approved  by  its  shareholders  whereby  an  English  company 
regularly  organized  and  registered  was  to  take  over  the  properties 
and  franchises,  rights,  and  privileges  of  the  Company  General  of  the 
Orinoco,  assume  and  pay  its  indebtedness,  and  furnish  a  pecuniary 
basis  for  the  continuation  of  its  enterprise.  It  is  agreed  that  this 
compact  and  these  results  failed  to  be  consummated  solely  through  the 
absolute  refusal  of  the  respondent  Government  to  permit  it.  There 
were  unquestionably  grave  reasons  of  state  which  animated  and 
inspired  this  action  of  the  respondent  Government  and  which  in  its 
judgment  required  and  compelled  it  to  take  this  course;  but  it  was  as 
fatal  to  the  interests  of  the  claimant  company  ts  though  differently 
inspired.  The  contention  which  had  been  very  threatening  and 
serious  between  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  Great  Britain 
over  the  right  of  the  latter  to  an  equal  control  with  the  former  Gov- 
ernment of  certain  mouths  of  the  Orinoco — ^a  right  claimed  largely 
through  alleged  occupancy  by  the  British  citizens  of  the  country 
contiguous  thereto — ^was  a  cogent  reason  why  the  former  Government 
should  «eriously  object  to  any  relations  with  a  British  company  through 
a  contract  which  by  its  very  terms  gave  exclusive  rights  in  certain 
portions  of  that  river  and  pecuUar  privileges  over  its  whole  extent. 
That  to  Venezuela  it  seemed  impossible  to  permit  such  a  condition  to 
exist  is  evident  from  its  acts.  That  it  was  wholly  justified  in  this 
assumption  is  the  opinion  of  the  umpire.  As  a  party  to  the  contract, 
however,  it  was  bound  by  its  terms,  and  one  of  its  provisions  spe- 
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cifically  permitted,  without  restriction  or  supervision,  just  such  an 
assignment  as  was  proposed. 

The  right  to  assign  was  the  sole  value  of  the  contract  to  the  original 
concessionary.  It  was  exercised  again  in  the  contract  passed  from 
the  syndicate  to  the  company.  These  assignments  were  recognized 
by  the  respondent  Government.  The  interpretation  was  thus  and 
then  made  by  the  parties  thereto  and  especially  by  the  Government 
of  Venezuela  that  the  assignment  named  in  the  contract  was  not 
restrictive  in  its  operation  to  the  first  concessionary.  Without  such  an 
interpretation  by  the  parties  thereto  it  would  seem  to  the  umpire  to 
be  the  only  correct  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  language  used  when 
the  purposes  and  conditions  are  considered. 

This  is  beyond  all  fair  question.  As  the  Government  of  Veneasuela, 
whose  duty  of  self-preservation  rose  superior  to  any  question  of  con- 
tract, it  had  the  power  to  abrogate  the  contract  in  whole  or  in  part. 
It  exercised  that  power  and  canceled  the  provision  of  unrestricted 
assignment.  It  considered  the  peril  superior  to  the  obhgation  and 
substituted  therefor  the  duty  of  compensatipn.  Had  there  been  no 
other  troublesome  question  of  State  entangled  with  the  contracts  of 
the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  it  is  quite  possible  that  this  gov- 
ernmental surgery  would  not  have  taken  the  life  of  the  claimant  com- 
pany.    Such  entanglements,  however,  existed. 

One  is  found  in  the  controversies  between  Venezuela  and  Colom- 
bia over  the  terms  of  those  contracts,  the  territory  involved,  and  the 
claims  of  the  company  in  connection  therewith.  A  careful  student  of 
the  situation  quickly  discerns  the  delicate  position  occupied  in  that 
matter  by  the  respondent  Government.  It  is  not  difficult  to  under- 
stand the  supreme  confidence  of  Gen.  Guzmdn  Blanco  and  of  Vene- 
zuela in  general,  concerning  the  favorable  final  outcome  of  the  arbi- 
tration then  resting  in  the  hands  of  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Spain. 
This  beUef  was  so  intense,  so  complete,  that  it  is  evident  that  the 
dispute  over  the  boundary  and  the  pending  arbitration  were  not  dis- 
turbing factors  in  the  plans  of  Venezuelans  or  of  their  Government. 
This  easy  and  perfect  confidence  begot  a  carelessness  of  conduct  in 
reference  to  the  territories  involved,  readily  understood  but  none  the 
less,  even  more,  disturbing  to  the  other  party  litigant.  The  position 
of  Colombia  was  undeniably  correct.  Venezuela  could  not  question 
it.  The  serene  confidence  of  Gen.  Guzmto  Blanco  and  his  compatriots 
had  unintentionally  betrayed  the  Republic  into  a  seeming  •serious 
affront  to  Colombia.  The  contracts  were  susceptible  of  no  other 
interpretation  than  that  through  them  there  was  an  assumption  in 
Venezuela  of  exclusive  control  over  the  upper  Orinoco  and  its  impor- 
tant confluents  entering  it  from  the  west  and  over  large  areas  of  terri- 
tory to  the  west  of  the  Orinoco.  Equally,  there  was  an  assumption 
that  this  control  was  to  exist  indefinitely.     Notwithstanding  the 
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pending  litigation  over  the  boundary,  the  Company  Greneral  of  Ori- 
noco was  permitted  to  enter  into  unquestioned  and  absolute  possession 
of  these  litigated  areas.  From  the  view  point  of  nations  the  respond- 
ent Government  had  been  led  into  grave  error.  This  error  it  must 
repair.  It  could  only  repair  by  receding.  It  could  only  recede  by 
compromise  with  the  company  or  by  annulment.  Every  day  that  the 
contract  was  continued  it  was  more  or  less  a  menace  to  the  peaceful 
relations  then  existing  between  those  two  countries.  That  which  had 
been  held  as  a  valued  enterprise,  a  boon  to  Venezuela,  for  the  reasons 
stated  had  become  a  source  of  serious  national  danger.  The  changed 
position  of  the  respondent  Government  toward  the  claimant  company, 
a  change  not  at  all  obscure  or  doubtful,  is  thus  easily  and,  as  the  um- 
pire believes,  correctly  explained.  No  other  than  a  paramount  rea- 
son, in  the  belief  of  the  State,  can  explain  the  ministerial  decree  of 
May  17,  1890;  the  suit  for  rescission  of  May  29,  1890;  the  guberna- 
torial decree  of  June  16,  1890;  the  administrative  decree  of  August  9, 
disaffirming  the  action  of  the  governor  only  because  it  was  a  usurpa- 
tion of  power,  but  displacing  it  with  the  ministerial  decree  of  August 
9,  1890;  the  successive  and  progressive  acts  of  the  ministers  and  the 
governors  of  similar  tenor  and  eifect  together  substantially  annihi- 
lating the  enterprise.  No  ordinary  cause  would  have  suggested  or 
permitted  this  destruction  of  an  internal  improvement  possessing 
such  potentialities  for  the  future  of  Venezuela,  against  the  ordinary 
policy  of  the  country,  which  had  been  to  foster  and  encourage  such 
enterprises. 

The  umpire  does  not  question  that  there  was  an  intimate  relation 
between  these  administrative  and  official  acts  and  the  attitude  of 
Colombia  toward  the  respondent  Government  in  regard  to  these  con- 
tracts. The  prompt  report  made  by  the  nunister  for  foreign  affairs  to 
the  minister  plenipotentiary  of  Colombia  at  Caracas  has  deep  sig- 
nificance when  it  is  noticed  that  it  answered  a  communication  of  that 
same  Colombian  minister  of  date  January  24,  1890,  which  answer  had 
been  apparently  withheld  until  something  of  a  positive  and  decisive 
character  could  be  given.  Five  days  after  the  suit  was  entered  in 
court,  three  days  after  the  company  had  been  summoned,  the  day 
after  Mr.  Fiat  appeared,  this  notification  to  Colombia  was  made.  A 
suit  for  rescission  did  not  satisfy  Colombia.  Its  interests  were  still, 
in  its  judgment,  imperiled  and  would  remain  thus  imperiled  so  long 
as  the  company  had  power  or  opportunity  to  extend  its  exploitation 
over  the  debatable  ground.  Colombia  by  its  reply  of  June  6  indi- 
cates this  very  precisely  and  emphatically  to  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment. Following  this  correspondence  there  were  the  gubernatorial 
and  administrative  decrees  of  June  16,  August  8  and  9,  the  telegrams 
of  the  minister  for  the  interior  of  August  29,  and  his  letter  of  Septem- 
ber 10.     Other  facts  might  be  easily  adduced  which  are  of  some  evi- 
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(lential  value,  all  tending  toward  the  same  end.  Enough  has  been 
said,  however,  to  suggest  the  ground  upon  which  the  umpire  bases 
his  judgment  that  the  strait  of  Venezuela  in  regard  to  the  Colombian 
incident  was  a  potent  cause  for  the  position  assumed  by  the  respondent 
Government  toward  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  in  1889, 
1890,  and  1891.  It  was  a  question  of  governmental  policy,  and  that 
Venezuela  decided  upon  this  plan  of  action  must  be  attributed  to  its 
solicitude  for  peace  with  a  sister  Republic. 

Running  as  a  not  unimportant  thread  in  this  warp  of  discomfort  and 
resulting  discontent  of  the  respondent  Government  was  the  attitude 
of  antagonism  toward  the  company  assumed  by  the  business  men  of 
the  Orinoco  from  Ciudad  Bolivar  through  the  Territories  of  Upper  Ori- 
noco and  Amazonas.  The  monppoly  in  the  natural  products  granted 
in  its  concessions  interfered  with  their  personal  enterprises.  These 
privileges  were  in  compensation  for  the  verj^  important  obligations 
resting  upon  the  company,  which  when  fulfilled  were  to  be  of  incal- 
culable value  to  the  country,  but  this  did  not  prevent  the  sense  of 
wrong  and  the  feeling  of  revolt  on  the  part  of  these  people.  That  this 
feeling  was  general  and  deep  on  their  part  is  readily  discerned.  The 
governors  and  officials  there  resident  were  naturally  sympathetic. 
The  President  and  his  cabinet  observed  and  were  disturbed  by  these 
manifestations  of  anger  and  dissatisfaction,  which  became  very  appar- 
ent. The  situation  in  this  regard  was  grave.  The  Perez  campaign 
was  perhaps  the  most  violent  and  destructive,  but  it  illustrates  the 
situation.  These  contracts  then  became  a  source  of  constant  annoy- 
ance to  the  administration  at  Caracas  and  of  menace  to  the  internal 
security  and  welfare  of  the  State.  It  is  quite  probable  that  the  natural 
hostility  of  the  business  men  of  that  section  of  the  country  was  increased 
and  made  bitter  and  rancorous  through  the  method  and  manner  of 
some  of  the  agents  of  the  company.  Where  concession  and  concilia- 
tion might  have  been  most  valuable  emollient^  they  were  not  always 
in  evidence,  but  instead  there  was  no  doubt  at  times  superciliousness 
and  arrogance. 

Such  is  the  purport  of  the  evidence  before  the  umpire.  It  is  too 
like  a  possible  fact  to  be  discredited.  It  is  not  strange  with  all  the 
cumulative  reasons  therefor  that  the  Republic  of  Venezuela  became 
very  weary  over  the  situation  which  its  contracts  had  created  or  per- 
mitted, or  that  it  sighed  for  relief  therefrom  at  whatever  cost. 

The  sum  to  be  awarded  the  claimant  Government  in  behalf  of  the 
liquidators  must  be  made  commensurate  to  the  damages  caused  by 
the  act  of  the  respondent  Government  in  denying  efficacy  to  the  con- 
tract of  assignment  from  the  Company  General  of  the  Orinoco  to  the 
English  company.  A  careful  study  of  the  events  connected  with  this 
Governmental  act,  and  of  those  which  followed,  reveals  nothing  which 
in  any  degree  lightens  the  responsibility  or  in  any  part  changes  the 
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relation  which  the  respondent  Government  assumed  toward  the  Com- 
pany Greneral  of  the  Orinoco  and  its  creditors  when  it  exercised  this 
sovereign  right.  The  successive  struggles  of  the  company  for  exist- 
ence which  followed  this  act  have  been  collated  in  this  opinion;  they 
need  not  here  be  referred  to  in  detail.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  its  ruin 
was  not  its  fault.  It  fought  bravely  to  exist  either  in  its  own  or  in 
some  other  corporate  entity,  to  continue  in  its  contracts  as  they  then 
were  in  some  modified  form.  It  sought  these  ends  persistently  and 
patiently,  but  without  avail.  Eventually  there  came  the  revolutionary 
upheaval  of  1892-93,  the  unsettled  conditions  which  followed,  then, 
at  the  hands  of  the  executive  and  judicial  powers  of  the  Territory — 
Upper  Orinoco — the  finale. 

These  efforts  of  the  company  for  resuscitation  and  the  expense 
involved  were  necessary,  but  they  can  not  be  charged  against  the 
respondent  Government.  They  are  not  a  proximate  result  of  the 
primary  act  for  which  it  is  held  responsible  in  damages.  The  Venezu- 
elan Government  might  make  a  new  contract  but  it  was  not  bound  to 
do  so.  It  might  recede  from  its  suit  for  rescission,  but  it  had  a  right 
to  refuse  to  do  so.  These  were  matters  of  negotiation,  and  that  they 
resulted  unfavorably  to  the  wishes  of  the  company  is  unfortunate, 
but  it  does  not  add  to  the  pecuniary  responsibility  of  the  respondent 
Government.  The  acts  of  administrative  authorities  in  1890  hereto- 
fore referred  to  only  quickened  the  process  of  dissolution.  There  was 
in  it  all  no  demonstrated  financial  loss  to  the  liquidators  on  the  basis 
upon  which  this  award  is  to  rest.  It  was  not  the  liquidators  but  the 
Liverpool  firm,  which  was  to  reap  the  pecuniary  benefit  of  the  conces- 
sion for  1890.  To  the  suggestion  that  there  was  undue  and  unneces- 
sary los^of  the  property  because  of  the  acts  done  or  permitted  by  the 
respondent  Government  from  1890  to  1893,  both  inclusive,  there  is 
this  answer,  that  the  award  practically  covers  that  investment  so  far 
as  the  liquidators  are  concerned,  and  it  is  impossible  from  the  data  at 
hand  to  arrive  at  any  just  conclusions  concerning  the  pecuniary  loss, 
if  it  were  proper  or  necessary  to  consider  it  at  all.  To  the  possible  sug- 
gestion that  the  arrangement  with  the  English  company  might  have 
proved  illusory,  when  the  suit  for  rescission  had  become  known  to  this 
latter  company,  there  is  the  answer  that  there  was  then  ample  grounds 
for  the  successful  defense  of  that  suit,  had  defense  been  the  desired  policy 
of  the  company.  A  full  defense  li^  in  the  fact  that  there  was  in  this 
suit  for  rescission  no  offer  to  restore  to  the  company  the  benefits  con- 
ferred by  it  upon  the  plaintiff  when  coupled  with  the  uncontro verted 
fact  that  the  company  had  conferred  many  and  repeated  benefits  upon 
the  plaintiff  Government,  which  were  capable  of  being  measured  in 
money,  and  for  which  there  had  been  no  compensation.  Notably 
among  these  benefits  is  the  one  stated  in  the  suit  itself,  where  it  refers 
to  the  amount  paid  by  the  company  to  the  Gk)vemment  under  its  con- 
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tracts  for  the  exploitation  and  exportation  of  india  rubber  and  «irra- 
pia.     m  Encyd,  of  Law,  6ZL) 

Many  other  equally  pertinent  easily  discerned  facts  in  the  historical 
data  are  brought  into  this  case,  in  the  opinion  of  the  umpire.  It  is  not 
necessaiy  to  do  more  than  to  refer  to  them  in  this  general  way.  Again, 
it  was  easily  susceptible  of  proof  that  the  respondent  Oovemment 
could  not  sustain  its  contention  that  it  was  without  fault  in  the  prem- 
ises, and  this  is  an  essential  fact  which  must  always  precede  and 
accompany  a  suit  for  rescission  and  without  which  there  must  alw^ays 
be  judgment  for  the  defendant. 

In  the  Encycl.  of  PL  and  Pr.,  vol.  18,  page  752,  there  is  laid  down 
this  general  proposition: 

The  right  to  rescind  belongs  only  to  the  party  who  is  himself  without  default.  Thus,  if  one 
having  sufficient  ground  therefor  wishes  to  avoid  a  contract,  but  has  done  some  act  which 
hinders  performance  by  the  other,  or  has  failed  in  any  way  to  perform  his  own  part  of  the 
stipulations,  his  right  is  thereby  lost  to  him. 

What  were  these  defaults  of  the  respondent  Government?  There 
was  the  Colombian  incident  bristling  with  points  along  this  Une;  there 
was  the  decree  of  the  minister  of  hacienda  of  May  17,  1890;  there 
were  the  unrecompensed  requisitions  of  1888  and  1889;  the  decree 
not  disaffirmed,  not  annulled,  of  Governor  Larrazabal,  October  31, 
1888,  an  indisputable  attack  upon  the  terms  of  the  contract;  the 
absorption  of  the  workmen  of  the  company  at  Caura  for  the  national 
defense,  which,  while  proper,  if  necessary  as  an  act  of  sovereignty, 
was  none  the  less  an  attack  upon  the  terms  of  the  contract,  when  the 
Government  is  viewed  in  its  proper  position  as  the  other  party  thereto; 
its  neglect  to  allot  or  designate  lands  for  immigrants  as  and  when 
requested ;  its  neglect  to  allot  or  designate  lands  for  agricultwal  pur- 
poses as  and  when  requested;  the  traffic  in  india  rubber  entered  into 
by  Governor  d'Aubeterre  in  direct  contravention  of  the  exclusive 
privileges  inherent  in  the  company  imder  this  contract,  and  other 
incidents  not  so  important,  which,  taken  together,  add  force  and  value, 
yet  need  not  here  be  brought  forward. 

The  umpire  is  convinced  that  with  these  facts  proven  before  it  the 
high  Federal  court  would  have  rendered  a  judgment  for  the  defendant. 
Certainly  a  courageous  company,  conversant  with  these  facts,  would 
not  have  regarded  the  retention  of  the  contracts  as  a  very  debatable 
proposition,  and  for  that  reason  alone  would  not  have  regarded  them 
as  of  insignificant  value.  This  point  is  adverted  to  only  that  there 
may  be  negatived  any  proposition  that  on  knowledge  of  the  suit  for 
rescission  the  British  company  might  have  refused  to  go  on  with  its 
contract  on  the  terms  agreed  upon.  This  position  of  the  umpire 
does  not  at  all  reflect  upon  the  action  of  the  high  Federal  court, 
which  proceeded  to  pass  its  decree  upon  the  facts  which  were  before 
it  and  upon  a  cause  whose  defense  had  been  abandoned  because  its 
manager  believed  that  in  negotiations  there  existed  the  better  recourse. 
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What  were  the  damages  suffered  by  the  claimant  company  because 
of  the  injury  it  received  through  the  action  of  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  the  contract  with  the  British  company?  These 
damages  were  substantially  the  value  of  the  concession  at  that  time. 
There  are  minor  matters  which  if  definitely  known  in  character, 
amoimt;  and  value  might  be  considered,  reckoned  with,  and  deducted 
from  this  sum,  but  they  are  left  all  too  vague  to  be  of  evidential  value, 
and  hence  they  are  omitted  from  consideration.  Approximate  equity 
is  all  that  can  be  reqiured  and  all  that  can  be  gained  from  a  case  so 
indefinite  in  many  of  its  important  facts.  Substantially  the  property 
of  the  company  was  dispersed  and  disposed  of  to  its  entire  loss,  though 
its  inabihty  was  not  through  any  inherent  weakness  of  its  own,  but 
resulted  from  the  conditions  which  environed  it.  In  1890  it  was  in  a 
situation  to  be  relieved  of  its  indebtedness  through  aid  of  the  British 
company.  The  sovereign  act  of  the  respondent  Government  pre- 
vented this.  There  is  no  inequity  if  that  Government  be  asked  to 
take  up  the  load  just  as  it  was  when  this  act  of  sovereignty  was 
interposed.  The  value  of  the  concession  may  certainly  be  regarded 
as  equivalent  to  the  sum  which  the  British  company  was  about  to 
pay  for  it.  That  sum  was  the  amount  of  its  indebtedness  at  that 
time,  which  was  stated  at  1,636,078.17  francs,  to  which  may  be  added 
25,000  francs,  the  sum  representing  the  expense  attending  the  contract 
with  the  British  company,  which  was  thwarted  by  the  intervention 
of  the  respondent  Government.  This  makes  the  sum  of  1,661,078.17 
francs.  To  this  interest  for  fifteen  years  will  be  added  747,485.18 
francs,  which  is  the  approximate  length  of  time  during  which  this 
sum  has  been  in  default,  making  a  sum  total  of  2,408,563.35  francs, 
for  which  sum  the  award  will  be  drawn. 

These  figures  were  gathered  from  a  statement  made  by  the  liqui- 
dators, L.  Roux,  F.  Vial,  and  A.  Boulissiftre  to  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  at  Paris,  July  10,  1902.  They  comprise  all  of  the  principal 
sums  there  named,  but  exclusive  of  the  interest  reckoned,  except  the 
charge  for  the  Uquidation  bonds,  the  expenses  of  the  Belgian  society, 
and  the  different  expenses,  salaries  of  employees  unpaid  since  1891. 
The  latter  item  falls  outside  of  the  indebtedness  in  1890,  and  the 
umpire  imderstands  the  same  to  be  true  of  the  liquidation  bonds, 
which  were  for  that  reason  excluded.  The  reason  for  excluding  the 
expenses  of  the  Belgian  society  have  ajready  been  stated  in  the 
opinion.  This  conclusion  has  the  approval  of  Manager  Delort,  who 
said  to  the  Government  at  Caracas,  November,  1894,  that  it  was  only 
the  indebtedness  of  the  company  which  he  asked  to  have  canceled 
in  order  that  the  honor  of  the  company  and  of  its  shareholders  might 
be  sustained.  Then,  again,  this  claim  may  properly  be  regarded  in 
a  limited  sense  as  of  the  nature  of  a  creditor's  bill,  the  purpose  of 
which  is  to  recover  that  which  is  due  for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors 
that  it  may  be  distributed  pro  rata  among  them,  but  the  controlling 
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reason  is  the  one  stated  in  the  first  instance^  that  it  appears  to  be 
the  value  of  the  property  destroyed  by  the  act  of  the  Government. 

The  umpire  has  considered  the  propriety  and  importance  of  deduct- 
ing from  the  sum  allowed  the  damages  assessed  against  the  company 
in  a  suit  for  rescission.  But  he  can  not  disregard  the  fact  that  the 
respondent  Government  in  its  suit  for  rescission  admitted  the  receipt 
of  148,199.74  bolivars  as  its  share  of  the  products  exported  in  accord- 
ance with  the  rescinded  contracts  and  recovered  its  damages  solely 
on  the  ground  that  the  goods  imported  free  would,  but  for  the  con- 
tracts, have  paid  a  duty  to  the  amount  claimed.  Neither  can  he  fail 
to  consider  that,  except  for  the  rescinded  contracts,  the  respondent 
Government  would  have  received  no  part  of  the  148,199.74  bolivars, 
and  that  no  part  of  the  goods  in  question  would  have  been  imported. 
It  seems,  therefore,  ecfuitable  that  the  sum  set  as  damages  {gainst 
the  company  in  the  suit  for  rescission  be  assimilated  in  and  absorbed 
by  the  sums  which  the  respondent  Government  directly  received 
from  the  company  solely  because  of  the  existence. of  said  rescinded 
contracts.  Hence  the  umpire  has  decided  to  make  no  such  deduction 
and  has  therefore  placed  the  award  at  the  amount  above  written. 

NoRTHFiELD,  July  31,  1906, 


CLAIM  OF  THE  FBENCH  COKPANY  OF  VENEZTJELAN  EAU- 
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HEAD  NOTES. 


It  was  one  of  the  claims  of  the  company  that  the  respondent  Government  should  be  awarded 
to  pay  France  18,483,000;  (1)  on  the  basis  that  it  was  responsible  for  the  company's 
ruin;  (2)  that  the  company  renounce  its  concession  and  abandon  its  enterprise  to  the 
respondent  Government,  including  all  its  properties.  The  umpire  failing  to  find  the 
respondent  Government  responsible  for  the  ruin  of  the  company,  the  sum  claimed  can- 
not be  allowed  upon  that  basis. 


a  EXTRACT  FROM  THE   MINUTE8  OP  THE   SITTING  OP  AUGUST  28,  1903. 

The  examination  of  the  claim  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads,  presented 
at  the  sitting  of  May  19  last  and  amounting  to  the  sum  of  18,483,000  bolivars,  was  then  taken 
up. 

The  French  arbitrator  considering: 

That  the  nonexecution  of  the  obligations  contracted  by  the  Venezuelan  Government  with 
the  company  and  the  nonpayment  of  sums  which  it  owed  it  from  the  fact  of  its  engagements. 
and  its  requisitions  carried  on,  has  rendered  the  company  unable  to  continue  its  exploitation; 

That  the  inspection  of  the  line,  of  the  material,  and  of  the  buildings  demonstrates  clearly 
that  the  company  had  not  recoiled  before  any  expense  to  assure  excellent  conditions,  the 
service  of  merchandise  and  travelers; 

That  the  examination  of  the  accounts  establishes  that  the  exploitation  would  have  been 
remunerative  in  spite  of  the  obstacles  presented  by  the  civil  war  and  the  inclemencies  of  the 
climate  if  the  Venezuelan  Government  had  paid  over  the  amounts  due  from  it  and  that  con- 
sequently by  the  act  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  the  company  has  been  deprived  of  the 
legitimate  benefits  which  it  had  the  right  to  hope  for; 

That  according  to  the  said  contract  the  Venezuelan  Government  having  accorded  a  guar- 
anty of  7  per  cent  upon  a  kilometric  value  of  300,000  bolivars,  has  itself  implicitly  recognized 
that  the  value  of  the  exploitation  was  18,000,000  bolivars; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Government  seems  to  have  had  the  intention  of  annulling  the  con- 
tract and  of  according  the  concession  to  a  new  enterprise; 

That  the  company^s  claim  for  indemnity  for  the  damages  suffered  by  its  maritime  service 
from  Maracaibo  to  Santa  B&rbara  is  perfectly  justified; 

Decides  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  ought  to  pay  to  the  French  Company  of  Vene- 
zuelan Railroads  the  sum  of  18,483,000  bolivars  demanded  by  it,  on  condition  that  the  latter 
renounce  the  concession  of  the  enterprise  and  abandons  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  its 
line,  its  buildings  of  exploitation  and  habitation,  its  stores,  and  its  terrestrial  and  maritime 
material  in  the  condition  which  they  are  found,  by  means  of  which  payment,  renunciation, 
and  abandon  the  two  parties  will  be  free  from  all  their  reciprocal  engagements  and  obliga- 
tions. 

The  Venezuelan  arbitrator  considering,  on  the  contrary: 

That  the  true  reasons  for  the  suspension  of  the  exploitation  of  the  line  by  the  company 
are  of  economic  order,  the  latter  having  been  led  to  take  this  resolve  because  of  the  lack  of 
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To  determine  the  other  question,  the  power  of  the  commission  under  the  protocol  of  Feb- 
ruary 19,  1902,  must  be  determined.  He  fails  to  find  such  power,  but  finds  it  limited 
to  providing  indemnities  for  damages  suffered  bj  Frenchmen  in  Venezuela.  To  accom- 
plish this,  its  methods  of  procedure  must  not  contravene  the  general  and  established 
principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  nor  its  awards  be  opposed  to  justice  and  equity.  It  is 
given  no  power  to  revoke,  rescind,  modify,  or  limit  the  terms  of  a  contract  to  the 
very  least  degree.  Such  was  not  the  purpose  of  its  creation,  it  was  endowed  with  no  • 
such  powers.  Were  rescission  or  abandonment  agreed  upon  between  the  claimant 
company  and  the  respondent  Government,  then  it  might  be  competent  for  the  com- 
mission to  establish  the  indemnities  for  such  rescission  or  abandonment. 

The  contracts  in  issue  were  mutual  and  reciprocal,  and  neither  party  can  make  abandonment 
or  rescission  without  the  consent  of  the  other.  The  United  States  of  Venezuela  does 
not  consent.  Therefore  there  can  be  no  abandonment  by  the  claimant  company  of 
its  properties  for  which  redress  can  be  made  compulsory  upon  Venezuela. 

The  commission  is  utterly  powerless  even  for  good  cause  to  decree  an  unaccepted  or  an  unac- 
ceptable abandonment  by  either  party  of  a  mutual  and  reciprocal  contract,  or  to  award 
an  act  of  rescission  which  has  not,  in  effect,  previously  taken  place. 

This  commission  can  not  order  something  to  be  done  which  would  cause  damage  to  the 
party  obeying  the  order  and  then  award  damages  therefor.  This  would  be  an  injury 
received  posterior  to  the  submission  and  it  would  be  damages  in  fact  suffered  by  the 
claimant  company  in  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  and  at  the  hands  of  the  umpire. 

The  contract  between  the  dcumant  company  and  the  respondent  Government  that  all 
doubts  and  controversies  arising  from  that  contract  should  be  resolved  by  the  compe- 
tent tribunals  of  the  respondent  Government  can  not  be  entirely  ignored.  No  more 
serious  doubt  can  be  resolved  than  that  involved  in  the  question  of  rescission  and  noth- 
ing could  more  clearly  arise  out  of  the  contract  itself  than  such  a  question.  A  claim 
for  damage  may  be  regarded  as  ulterior  to  the  contract  especially  where  the  damage 
has  accrued  from  the  operation  of  the  parties  under  the  contract;  not  so  the  question 
of  rescission. 


traffic  due  to  the  troubled  state  of  the  country  and  by  the  impossibility  in  which  its  bad 
financial  position  had  placed  it  of  obtaining  new  funds  necessary  to  make  repairs  for  dam- 
ages caused  by  the  inclemency  of  the  weather  to  a  line  established  under  unfavorable  condi- 
tions; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Government  could  be  held  responsible  neither  for  damages  caused  to 
the  material  of  exploitation  by  a  voluntary  abandonment  nor  for  those  suffered  from  the 
fact  of  the  troubled  condition  to  the  country  or  of  accidents  of  war; 

That  the  arrangement  entered  into  by  the  company  with  the  Venezuelan  Government  on 
the  subject  of  the  guaranty  stipulated  in  the  contract  has  been  entirely  carried  out  and  that 
the  company  has  received  the  sums  accruing  from  the  sale  of  the  bonds  which  have  been 
remitted  to  it  in  execution  of  the  said  arrangement; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Government  has  never  refused  to  reimburse  the  company  for  the 
requisitions  and  damages  caused  by  them  to  the  material,  and  that  the  impossibility  in 
which  it  finds  itself  of  making  this  reimbursement  as  the  result  of  the  penury  of  the  treasury 
in  the  course  of  the  civil  war  obliges  it  only  to  pay  interest  after  demand; 

Decides  that  the  claim  of  the  company  is  without  foundation. 

It  recognizes  only  the  right  to  an  indemnity  of  10,000  bolivars  for  damages  done  to  their 
steamer  Santa  Bdrhara  during  the  time  when  it  was  requisitioned,  and  reserves  for  it  the 
privilege  of  claiming  from  the  Venezuelan  Government,  by  presenting  the'necessaiy  proofs, 
the  sums  due  for  the  requisitions,  with  interest  corresponding.  It  equally  reserves  the  right 
of  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  claim  for  the  fact  of  the  abandonment  of  the  exploitation. 

Consequently,  after  a  short  discussion,  it  is  agreed  that  the  claim  of  the  French  Company 
of  Venezuelan  Railroads  shall  be  submitted  to  the  examination  of  the  third  arbitrator. 
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TTie  protocol  of  February  19, 1902,  concerning  itself  only  in  the  question  of  damages  suffered 
by  Frenchmen  in  Venezuela,  can  in  no  sense  be  regarded  as  a  claim  on  the  part  of 
France  or  consent  on  the  part  of  Venezuela  that  these  restrictive  features  of  a  contract 
are  to  be  abandoned  when  it  affects  questions  like  the  one  here  being  considered.  Nor 
does  it  in  any  way  tend  to  give  the  power  to  rescind  were  no  such  restrictive  features  to 
be  found.  It  being  determined  therefore  by  the  umpire  that  he  can  not  declare  or 
direct  rescission  or  abandonment,  but  can  only  settle  the  question  of  damages  which  had 
been  suffered  by  Frenchmen  in  Venezuela  where  he  finds  responsibility  in  the  respond^ 
ent  Government,  it  follows  that  the  second  basis  for  the  claim  of  18,483,000  francs  fails, 
and  the  award  can  not  be  made  for  such  sum. 

Neither  is  the  claim  of  the  company  considered  sound  that  the  contract  of  April  18,  1896, 
should  be  declared  vdid  in  equity  for  want  of  adequate  consideration,  as  being  made 
against  the  desire  of  the  company,  and  under  irresistible  compulsion  of  circmnstances 
which  were  availed  of  by  the  respondent  Government  to  drive  an  unconscionable  and 
hard  bargain,  for  the  umpire  finds  a  consideration,  also  an  apparent  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  company  to  make  the  contract,  and  does  not  find  the  compulsion  of  circumstances 
which  is  referred  to  and  claimed  by  the  company.  The  transaction  was  open,  the 
negotiations  lengthy,  the  time  for  reflections  ample,  and  the  action  of  the  company 
taken  under  circumstances  which  permitted  entire  freedom  of  will  and  of  conduct. 

Courts  are  loath  to  interfere  where  there  is  an  executed  contract,  where  there  are  lacking, 
the  elements  of  fraud  or  mistake,  and  where  it  rests  in  fact  upon  the  mutual  assent  of 
parties  intelligent,  competent,  and  free  to  contract.  It  is  also  negatively  held  by  the 
umpire,  because  the  company  appropriated  the  fund  paid  it  in  redemption  by  the  Gov- 
ernment after  a  great  length  of  time  and  opportunity  for  observation,  investigation,  and 
reflection,  thus  placing  itself  in  a  situation  where  it  could  not  restore  the  status  quo  by 
returning  the  funds. 

It  is  also  held  negatively,  because  there  is  no  offer  to  restore,  and  if  there  were  offer  to  re- 
store, this  commission  under  the  protocol  has  no  power  to  compel  its  acceptance. 

The  claimant  company  was  compelled  by  force  majeure  to  desist  from  its  exploitation  in  1899. 
The  respondent  Government  from  the  same  cause  was  prevented  from  paying  its  indebt- 
edness  to  the  claimant  company.  This  was  the  sole  cause  of  the  acts  and  neglects  of 
the  respondent  Government.  Its  first  duty  was  to  itself.  Its  own  preservation  was 
paramount.    It  had  revenues  only  sufficient  to  that  end. 

The  respondent  Government  is  not  chargeable  with  the  loss  which  came  to  the  company 
through  the  confusion  and  havoc  of  war,  or  because  there  were  none  to  ride  and  no  prod- 
ucts to  be  transported.  This  was  a  part  of  the  assumed  risks  of  the  company  when  it 
entered  upon  its  exploitation.  Such  possible  disordered  cbnditions  of  a  country  are  all 
discounted  in  advance  by  one  who  enters  it  for  recreation  or  business. 

There  is  no  question  as  to  the  liability  of  the  respondent  Government  for  the  natural  and 
consequential  damages  which  resulted  to  the  railroad  properties  while  they  were  in  the 
use  and  control  of  the  titular  gbvemment.  There  is  unquestioned  responsibility  on 
the  part  of  the  respondent  Government  for  all  the  necessary  and  consequential  injuries 
which  resulted  to  the  railroads  and  its  properties  when  used  by  either  the  successful 
revolutionary  or  the  then  contending  governmental  forces. 
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Mr.  Albert  Reynaud,  deputy  administrator  of  the  ' '  Compania 
Francesa  de  Ferrocarriles  Venezolanos,"  in  a  communication  which  he 
addressed  to  his  excellency  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France, 
dated  the  21st  of  January,  1901,  introduced  before  said  department 
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the  claim  which  is  the  object  of  this  opinion,  in  the  following  form  and 
terms: 

As  we  had  apprehended,  during  the  fifteen  months  which  hav^  just  elapsed  since  we  were 
compelled  by  the  revolutionary  events  to  suspend  our  exploitation,  and  our  last  resouroes 
being  already  exhausted,  the  tropical  temperature  and  depredations  of  the  inhabitants  have 
almost  completely  destroyed  our  railway  and  our  immovables;  our  bridges  have  been  carried 
away  by  the  waters;  the  rails  have  been  broken  or  twisted  by  the  falling  of  the  trees  and  the 
intensity  of  vegetation;  our  warehouses  and  deposits  of  materials  have  fallen  down  or  are 
seriously  deteriorated;  our  rolling  stock,  deprived  of  any  care,  has  rusted  and  rotted. 

Of  our  three  steam  vessels,  one  was  used  as  tai^et  by  the  combatants  of  the  two  parties 
and  sunk ;  the  second  had  sustained  serious  damage  whilst  at  the  service  of  the  Government 
of  Maracaibo,  and  we  have  just  sold  it  for  the  twentieth  part  of  what  it  had  cost  us;  the  third 
and  at  the  same  time  the  most  important  has  remained  useless  since  several  months  past,  and 
we  have  not  been  able  to  repair  it  for  lack  of  resources.  It  must  be  in  deplorable  condition, 
which  would  require  large  expense  to  put  it  in  order. 

It  would  at  present  be  impossible  for  us  to  value  the  extent  of  the  damage  we  have  sus- 
tained and  still  more  to  estimate  the  cost  of  its  repairs. 

The  Venezuelan  authorities,  whether  or  not  legally  constituted,  h&ve  ruined  us  by  their 
proceedings  during  these  last  years  and  especially  during  these  last  eighteen  months. 

From  a  financial  point  of  view,  they  have  compelled  us,  through  threats  of  grievous  cruelty 
and  imprisonment  of  our  agents,  to  employ  only  at  their  service  the  last  resources  of  our 
company. 

From  a  commercial  and  industrial  point  of  view,  they  have  placed  us  in  the  impofisibility 
of  carrying  on  our  double  exploitation  of  the  railway  and  the  steamers  by  violently  taking 
possession  of  our  material  and  our  personnel. 

In  fact,  said  authorities  have  arbitrarily  dispossessed  us  of  our  rights  and  of  our 
property. 

We  shall  not  be  able  to  prevent  them  from  retaining  what  they  have  taken  from  us  or 
deteriorated,  but  we  consider  it  to  l)c  conformable  to  the  most  vulgar  equity  that  they 
reimburse  to  us  its  market  value. 

To  fix  that  value  we  could  not  make  a  more  moderate  and  less  discussable  estimation 
than  the  one  the  Venezuelan  authorities  themselves  have  fixed  in  their  Congress  of  1891. 

By  the  concession  granted  us  by  the  Venezuelan  Government'»the  latter  thought  it  its 
duty  to  assign  to  us  an  interest  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  on  a  capital  of  300,000  francs  per 
kilometer.  The  length  of  our  line  was  60  kilometers;  the  estimation  of  the  value  of  our 
railway  amounted,  therefore,  according  to  that  calculation,  to  18,000,000  francs.  That  sum 
Venezuela  owes  us  for  the  railway. 

It  also  owes  us  an  indemnity  for  the  loss  or  detention  of  our  vessels.  (This  indemnity  the 
company  has  fixed,  of  late,  at  the  sum  of  483,000  francs.) 

We  again  apply.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  to  your  high  and  powerful  intervention  to  obtain 
from  the  Venezuelan  authorities  the  payment  of  that  sum,  reduced  to  its  minimum.  We  do 
not  think  we  must  insist  upon  the  importance  which  that  restitution  has  for  the  Trench 
holders  of  our  shares.  You  know  the  sad  situations  through  which  our  company  has  passed 
since  its  creation.  We  ask,  however,  that  you  should  allow  us  to  tell  you  the  present 
moment  is,  in  our  judgment,  the  most  opportune  to  act.  The  Government  of  General 
Castro,  according  to  the  latest  news,  desires,  it  appears,  to  reorganize  the  Venezuelan  credit. 

The  Gennan  and  American  authorities  have  expressed  and  continue  to  express  their  will 
to  cause  their  subjects  and  citizens  to  be  paid  what  is  owed  them. 

We  do  not  doubt  but  that  the  French  Government  will  act  in  the  same  manner. 

In  the  foregoing  statement  the  facts  are  summarized  upon  'which 
the  demand  of  indemnity  against  Venezuela  rests,  as  well  as  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  amount  of  that  liability  with  reference  to  the  railway 
has  been  appreciated;  and  regarding  the  steamers  that  were  at  the 
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service  of  the  company  the  indemnity  is  based  on  the  primitive  cost 
of  said  vessels,  deducting  the  sum  of  11,100  francs  which  the  company 
received  for  the  sale  of  two  of  said  steamers,  the  Reliance  and  the 
Santa  Barbara. 

The  representative  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  in  his  reply  to  the 
foregoing  claim,  denies  any  proving  force  to  the  documents  presented 
by  the  company,  as  it  only  consists  in  a  statement  of  facts  which  the 
company  itself  narrates  without  any  proof  of  the  veracity  of  its  asser- 
tions; and  said  documents,  on  the  other  hand,  far  from  being  favorable 
to  the  company,  offer,  on  the  contrary,  suflicient  merits  to  support 
very  serious  charges  against  the  said  enterprise  for  not  having  com- 
plied with  the  obligations  it  contracted  and  for  the  abandonment  of 
the  railway  without  any  reason  that  might  justify  a  measure  of  such  a 
significance,  which  latter  fact  renders  it  responsible  for  the  losses 
deriving  therefrom  to  the  commerce  of  the  regions  which  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  benefit  by  the  railway  concession  in  question. 

The  agent  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  refers  in  his  reply  to  the 
technical  teport  presented  by  Drs.  F.  Arro^^o-Parejo  and  Ocanto,  which 
was  formulated  in  the  very  field  and  by  order  of  the  national  executive 
in  December  of  last  3^ear,  appreciating  that  said  report  shows  clearly 
and  scientifically  that  the  larger  part  of  the  losses  sustained  by  said 
company  are  due  to  the  bad  construction  of  the  line  in  the  first  place, 
and  then  to  the  abandonment  of  it,  which  facts  are  proved  by  the 
official  documents  produced  by  the  Government  and  excluding  any 
responsibility  on  its  part;  that  what  ho  has  said  of  the  line  must  be 
applied  to  the  steamers  the  company  had  at  its  service,  for  the  losses 
claimed  for  that  respect  are  due  to  causes  imputable  to  the  claimant, 
which  abandoned  the  exploitation  without  a  reason  warrantable  in 
law  and  without  taking  into  consideration  the  prejudice  which  by  so 
inconsiderate  a  step  it  had  to  cause  to  the  other  contracting  party, 
which  up  to  the  present  has  reserved  to  itself  the  action  which  pertains 
to  it  in  law  to  legally  claim  the  same;  that  regarding  the  other  losses 
which  the  company  says  it  sustained  on  account  of  facts  imputable  to 
armed  factions  and  enemies  of  the  public  order  raised  against  the  law- 
ful authority  of  the  Government,  it  is  a  question  determined  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principles  of  international  law  that  lawfully  constituted 
Governments  which  have  endeavored  by  all  the  means  at  their  disposal 
to  reestablish  order  and  energetically  to  affirm  their  authority  are  not 
responsible  for  such  prejudice,  and  in  conclusion  the  representative  of 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  argues  that  the  claiming  company  itself 
is  the  cause  of  the  prejudice  which  it  says  to  have  sustained  and  of 
those  which  by  the  abandonment  of  the  concession  it  has  caused  to 
Venezuela. 

The  points  debated  in  this  claim  having  been  fixed,  it  pertains  to 
this  tribunal  to  examine  the  facts  that  may  appear  proved  and  to 
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estal)lish  the  responsibilities  which  those  facts  may  originate  as  sources 
of  obligations  reciprocally  affecting  the  parties  interested  in  this  issue. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela,  by  law  of  the  3d  of 
August,  1888,  gave  its  approval  to  the  contract  concluded  in  Caracas 
on  the  25th  of  July,  1887,  between  the  minister  of  public  works  and 
the  Duke  of  Morny,  which  had  for  its  object  the  construction  of  a  rail- 
way from  M6rida  to  the  Lake  of  Maracaibo,  canalizing  the  rivers 
Chamas  and  Escalante,  or  some  other  navigable  river.  By  article  10 
of  said  contract  and  in  accordance  with  the  law  on  the  matter,  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  guaranteed  the  7  per  cent  of  the  capital  that 
the  contractor,  his  assigns,  or  successors  should  issue  in  bonds,  shares, 
or  obligations  in  representation  of  the  capital  of  the  company. 

On  the  13th  of  August,  1888,  Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco,  envoy  extra- 
ordinary and  minister  plenipotentiary  of  Venezuela  in  Paris,  concluded 
with  the  Duke  of  Morny  an  amplification  of  said  contract,  and  by 
article  1  of  said  amplification  it  was  agreed  upon  that  the  railway  from 
M6rida  to  the  Lake  of  Maracaibo  wo\dd  be  divided  into  two  sections — 
the  first,  starting  from  the  point  on  the  Escalante  River  which  the 
concessionary  would  determine  and  developing  in  a  length  of  60  kilo- 
meters in  the  direction  of  M6rida;  and  the  second  section,  starting  from 
the  terminal  point  of  the  first  up  to  the  city  of  M^rida.  By  article  4  it 
was  agreed  upon  that  on  the  opening  of  the  first  section  of  60  kilometers 
to  the  exploitation  the  guaranty  provided  for  would  be  definitively 
acquired  by  that  first  part  of  the  line;  by  article  7  it  remained  estab- 
lished that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  guar- 
anteed the  7  per  cent  of  the  capital  of  the  company,  which  capital 
remained  from  that  moment  fixed  at  300,000  bolivars  per  kilometer 
for  the  60  kilometers  of  the  first  section  and  at  350,000  bolivars  for 
each  kilometer  of  the  second  section. 

By  a  communication  which  the  same  Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco  addressed 
on  the  9th  of  November,  1888,  to  the  minister  of  public  works,  this 
official  was  notified  that  the  Duke  of  Morny  had  on  the  28th  of  Sep- 
tember of  the  same  year  transferred  to  the  '^Compagnie  Fran^aise  de 
Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu61iens "  the  rights  which  the  contract  of  the 
25th  of  July,  1887,  vested  in  him. 

The  Congress  of  Venezuela  approved  on  the  18th  of  June,  1891,  the 
contract  concluded  by  the  minister  of  public  works  on  the  16th  of 
April,  1891,  with  Mr.  Charles  Weber,  the  representative  of  the  *Tom- 
pagnie  Fran9<aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n^zu61iens,"  modifying  that 
of  the  25th  of  July,  1887,  which  modification  contains  the  three  follow- 
ing articles: 

Article  1.  The  concession  shall  remain  confined  to  the  first  section  of  sixty  kilometers, 
which  will  extend  from  Santa  B&rbara  to  the  high  road,  at  a  point  one  kilomet«r  distant 
from  La  Vigia,  where  the  line  will  terminate. 

Art.  2.  The  payment  of  the  guarantee  shall  be  made  at  the  close  of  each  quarter  of  exploi- 
tation in  accordance  with  the  primitive  contracts.    The  sum  owed  to  the  company  shall  be 
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calculated  at  the  rate  of  7  per  cent  on  the  sum  fixed  in  the  contract  of  the  13th  of  August, 
1888,  after  deducting  the  not  profits  realized  by  the  exploitation.  These  profits  will  be  the 
net  proceeds  of  the  receipts  of  any  kind  that  the  exploitation  of  the  railway  may  obtain 
after  deducting  the  general  expense  of  the  company  and  the  exploitation  expense. 

Abt.  3.  The  sums  that  shall  be  paid  to  the  company  by  way  of  interest  guarantee  will 
constitute  but  advances  which  the  Government  of  Venezuela  has  a  right  to  be  reimbursed,  as 
foUows:  When  the  profits  realized  by  the  company  in  the  exploitation  of  the  railway  will 
exceed  the  7  per  cent  on  the  capital  guaranteed,  the  Government  will  have  one-half  of  the 
surplus  until  the  entire  reimbursement  of  its  advances;  when  the  Government  shall  have 
been  reimbursed  said  advances,  it  will  continue  to  participate  in  the  profits  to  which  this 
article  refers  until  completing  the  20  per  cent  thereof. 

The  company  also  obtained  by  said  concession  exemptions  of  duties 
for  the  importation  of  all  its  material,  machines,  implements,  and 
other  things  necessary  for  the  construction  and  exploitation  of  the 
railway,  and  in  fee  simple  a  zone  of  500  meters  of  land  on  each  side  of 
the  line  of  the  one  pertaining  to  the  nation  without  any  indemnifica- 
tion; it  was,  moreover,  granted  it  that  the  wood  necessary  to  the  com- 
pany for  the  construction  works  of  the  line  might  be  freely  taken  in 
the  national  woods  and  that  the  company  would  not,  at  any  time,  be 
burdened  with  national  or  State  taxes.  There  was  also  secured  to  the 
company  by  said  contract  the  exploitation  and  enjoyment  of  the  reve- 
nue of  the  enterprise  during  ninety-nine  years,  at  the  end  of  which  it 
was  to  become  with  all  its  appurtenances  the  property  of  the  nation 
without  any  indemnification.  In  return  the  company  agreed  to  termi- 
nate the  work  undertaken  within  a  term  of  two  years  from  the  13th  of 
August,  1888,  excepting  that  a  compensation  would  be  given,  if  nec- 
essary, for  loss  of  time  occasioned  by  main  force;  to  transport  the  mail 
free  of  charge,  and,  for  one-half  of  the  tariff  price,  which  would  be 
established,  the  employees  on  commission ^  the  military  officers  on  service 
and  the  troops  and  war  ammunitions. 

The  "Compagnie  Franpaise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu6liens"  was 
constituted  in  Paris  on  the  28th  of  September,  1888,  with  a  share 
capital  of  300,000  francs,  the  Duke  of  Momy  contributing  thereto  the 
railway  concession  to  which  the  above  contracts  refer. 

The  construction  of  the  railway,  from  the  port  of  Santa  Barbara  to 
the  inland  having  been  undertaken  early  in  January,  1889,  as  appears 
from  a  note  addressed  by  the  president  of  the  company,  under  date  of 
the  3d  of  January,  1880,  'to  Gen.  Guzmdn  Blanco,  the  works  went  on 
with  frequent  interruptions  and  serious  irregularities,  such  as  the 
freshet  of  the  Escalante  River  in  January,  1890,  which  completely 
inundated  all  the  works  of  the  line,  its  warehouses,  deposits  of  materials 
and  offices  at  Santa  Barbara,  compelling  the  company  to  absolutely 
suspend  the  works. 

The  report  presented  on  that  account  by  Mr.  A.  Lacasette,  chief 
engineer  of  the  railway,  to  the  ministry  of  public  works,  foimd  on  pages 
126  and  136  of  the  piece  of  records  No.  1  of  the  papers  which  said  min- 
ister has  handed  to  this  commission  for  its  examination^  details,  in  all 
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its  extent,  the  damage  caused  by  the  said  inundation,  and  concludes  by 
asking  for  an  extension  of  one  year  to  comply  with  the  engagement 
contracted  by  the  company,  which  extension  was  granted  by  the 
Government. 

By  the  month  of  March,  1891,  according  to  the  report  of  the 
inspector  of  the  railway,  transmitted  by  the  President  of  the  State  of 
Maracaibo,  with  a  note  addressed  to  the  minister  of  public  works,  the 
locomotive  arrived  at  the  site  called  ''Los  Cafiitos,"  distant  50  kilonae- 
ters  more  or  less  from  the  Santa  Barbara  station,  the  starting  point. 

On  the  30th  of  September,  1891,  according  to  a  telegram  addressed 
by  the  s:;me  inspector  to  the  ministry  of  public  works,  it  w£s  commu- 
nicated th.  t  the  locomotives  had  arrived  at  kilometer  56,  but  soon 
after,  in  the  month  of  October  of  the  same  3'ear,  according  to  report 
subscribed  by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  line,  Mr.  Curau,  inserted  on 
page  66  of  the  piece  of  records  No.  1  bis,  a  great  flood  produced  by  the 
swells  of  Canonegro  River  made  the  water  fall  on  the  railway  line  on  a 
width  of  more  than  2  kilometers,  and  on  account  of  their  extreme 
violence  the  currents  destroyed  everything  on  the  way  and  covered  the 
distance  from  49.50  to  51.60  kilometers  up  to  a  height  of  50  centime- 
ters and  more.  In  said  report  it  is  added  that  the  inundation  also 
threatened  the  Canonegro  station,  the  one  that  was  established  on  the 
highest  land  and  on  which  many  installations  had  been  made.  It  was 
impossible  to  save  a  train  formed  by  a  locomotive  and  three  platfortns. 
Tliis  situation  forced  the  company  to  suspend  the  exploitation  beyond 
kilometer  48,  it  only  remaining  'between  Santa  Barbara  and  Los 
Canitos. 

In  a  telegram  of  the  21st  of  the  same  month  the  inspector  announces 
to  the  minister  of  public  works  that  the  inimdation  having  continued 
with  heavier  force,  the  Canonegro  station  had  disappeared,  as  well  as 
the  locomotive  that  was  there,  the  whole  space  being  now  converted 
into  a  marsh  with  very  powerful  current. 

The  works  of  reconstruction  at  50  to  53  kilometers,  which  were  inim- 
dated,  lasted,  according  to  the  reports  end  returns  sent  by  the  com- 
pany to  the  ministry  of  public  works,  until  the  month  of  August,  1892, 
there*having  arrived  at  the  La  Vigia  station,  on  the  28th  of  July  of  the 
same  year,  a  train  that  inaugurated  the  traffic  between  the  initial 
station  at  Santa  Barbara  and  the  terminal  station  at  kilometer  60. 

The  company  being  unable  to  pay  in  November,  1892,  the  coupon 
of  the  obligations  it  had  contracted  to  meet  the  expense  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  enterprise,  asked  for  the  benefit  of  the  French  law  of 
the  4th  of  May,  1889,  and  obtained  the  appointment  of  a  judicial 
liquidator.  At  the  same  time,  and  having  had  to  enter  into  new 
engagements  with  the  Tives-Lille  Companj^  and  Dyle  &  Bacalan  Works 
Company  (Limited),  it  was  owing  said  company,  according  to  the 
balance  of  the  29th  of  October,  1892,  the  sum  of  864,482.69  francs.  In 
the  impossibility  to  meet  this  debt,  it  asked  for  an  agreement  with  its 
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creditors,  proposing  the  exchange  of  the  old  obligations  for  an  equiva- 
lent number  of  the  new  ones,  to  which  the  distribution  of  the  assets 
would  entitle  them,  or,  in  cc.se  of  the  nonacceptance  of  that  proposal, 
the  payment  of  the  20  per  cent  of  their  credits  in  fifty  annuities. 
Besides,  it  was  proposed  that  the  contractors  of  the  construction,  the 
only  creditors  of  the  company  besides  the  bondholders,  would  be 
entitled  to  receive  as  many  new  obligations  as  the  amount  of  their 
chirographic  credit  would  contain,  382.25  francs.  This  agreement 
having  been  approved,  the  liabiUties  of  the  company  were  represented, 
according  to  the  balance  of  the  31st  of  December,  1893,  in  the  follow- 
ing maimer: 

^  Francs. 

Shares 3,000,000.00 

Obligations: 

Francs. 

1,811  old  ones 905,500 

42,757  new  ones 21,378,500 

22>284,000.00 

Sundry  debts 40,»79.31 

To-order  accounts 42,392.15 

Guarantee  owed  by  the  Venezuelan  Government  from  the  1st  of  April,  1892, 

to  the  31st  of  December,  1893 2,205,000.00 

Interest  due  up  to  the  31st  of  December,  1893  (obligations) 1, 781, 541. 60 

Total 29,353,913.12 

On  the  1st  of  May,  1893,  the  official  inauguration  of  the  railway 
'  from  Santa  B&rbara  to  La  Vigia,  ordered  by  the  Government  of  Vene- 
zuela, took  place,  and  the  exploitation  service  of  the  whole  line,  which 
had  not  undergone  any  interruption  during  the  administrative  year  of 

1893,  was  violently  interrupted  about  the  close  of  the  month  of  April, 

1894,  by  the  earthquake  which  occurred  in  that  region.  The  extraor- 
dinary violence  of  the  seismic  phenomenon  caused  the  line  to  be 
injured  through  the  fall  of  large  trees,  and  the  superposed  works,  as 
bridges  and  buildings,  to  be  destroyed,  and  the  traffic  entirely 
paralyzed. 

It  was  necessary  at  any  price  to  remedy  without  delay  this  situation,  for,  if  the  railway 
was  left  in  such  a  condition,  the  power  of  vegetation  in  Venezuela  and  the  action  of  the 
tropical  rains  would  speedily  entirely  destroy  it  and  render  any  construction  very  difficult. 

The  available  resources  being  insufficient,  a  loan  is  indispensable. 

Consequently,  we  have  at  once  convened  the  gentlemen  commissaries  for  the  execution  of 
the  agreement  and  obtained  from  them,  as  the  representatives  of  the  bondholders,  the 
authorization  to  contract  for  an  effective  loan  for  300,000  francs,  which  sum  was  considered 
by  common  accord  as  the  maximum  for  the  reestablishment  of  the  exploitation.  According  to 
the  data  furnished  by  the  direction  in  Venezuela,  we  therefore  propose  to  create  bonds  for  a 
nominal  value  of  500  francs  each,  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent,  which  bonds 
shall  be  redeemed  within  the  maximum  term  of  ten  years.  {Rapport  du  Conseil  d'Admirtr- 
istration,  1894.) 

The  debt  contracted  by  the  company  to  make  the  repairs  occa- 
sioned by  the  earthquake  of  1894  did  not  confine  itself  .to  the  sum  of 
300,000  francs,  which  had  been  considered  as  the  maximum,  but 
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ascended  to  2,000,000  francs,  as  appearing  from  the  following  para- 
graphs of  the  report  of  the  administration  council  corresponding  to  the 
year  of  1897  : 

We  shall  remind  you,  gentlemen,  of  the  fact  that,  on  account  of  the  earthquake  of  1894  and 
of  numerous  inundations  which  were  the  consequence  thereof,  our  railway  sustained  from 
1895  to  1897  considerable  damage,  and  we  saw  ourselves  compelled,  in  order  to  raise  the 
resources  necessary  for  those  repairs,  to  create  privileged  bonds  bearing  interest  at  the  rate 
of  6  per  cent  a  year,  free  from  taxes  and  redeemable  within  ten  years  at  the  latest. 

The  creation  and  issue  of  4,000  of  those  bonds,  which  constitute  the  privileged  debt  of  a 
nominal  value  of  2,000,000  francs,  have  been  successively  authorized  by  you. 

The  balance  presented  on  the  31st  of  December,  1897,  offers  for 
that  date  the  following  situation : 

Liabilities, 

Francs. 

Shares.. 3,000,000.00 

Obligations  (44,569) 22,284,500.00 

6  per  cent  ten-year  bonds  (4,000) 2,000,000.00 

Sundry  creditors'  accounts 102, 403. 09 

Interest  owed  to  bondholders  on  the  31st  of  December,  1896 6, 235, 176. 00 

Total 33,622,078.09 

On  the  18th  of  April,  1896,  between  the  citizen  minister  of  pubUc 
works  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela,  sufficiently  authorized  by  the 
President  of  the  Republic,  and  with  the  vote  of  the  Government  coun- 
cil, on  the  one  part,  and  Mr.  Charles  Weber,  representative  of  the 
"Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu6liens,"  according  to 
a  power  of  attorney  executed  before  the  notary  Dufour  and  his  col- 
league, of  Paris,  on  the  21st  day  of  March,  1898,  on  the  other  part,  a 
contract  was  entered  into  concerning  the  payment  and  redemption  of 
the  7  per  cent  guaranty,  the  preliminaries  and  definitive  provisions  of 
which  are  as  follows : 

6597. 

Contract  entered  into  on  the  18th  of  April,  1896,  between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  Venezuela  and  Mr.  Charles  Weber,  representative  of  the  "Compagnie  Fran^aise  de 
Chemins  de  Fer  V^n^zu^liens,"  concerning  the  payment  and  redemption  of  the  7  per  cent 
guaranty. 

Between  the  citizen  minister  of  public  works  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela,  suffi- 
ciently authorized  by  the  citizen  President  of  the  Republic,  and  w^ith  the  vote  of  theGovem- 
ment  council  on  the  one  part,  and  Mr.  Charles  Weber,  representative  of  the  "Compagnie 
Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V^n^zu^liens,"  hereinafter  called  "the  company,"  according 
to  a  power  of  attorney  executed  before  tlie  notary  Dufour  and  his  coUeague,  of  Paris,  on  the 
21st  of  March,  1891,  which,  duly  legalized  and  translated,  is  hereto  annexed,  the  following 
contract  has  been  concluded: 

PRELDCIN  ARIES. 

(a)  By  a  contract  of  the  25th  of  July,  1887,  entered  into  between  the  National  Govern- 
ment and  the  Duke  of  Momy,  and  afterwards  approved  by  the  National  Congress,  on  the  30th 
July,  1888,  the  nation  granted  to  him  the  right  to  build  a  railway  from  M^rida  to  the  lake  of 
Maracaibo,  the  Government  guaranteeing  the  7  per  cent  on  the  capital  that  the  contractor, 
his  assigns  or  successors,  should  emit  in  bonds,  shares,  or  obligations,  and  which  would  rep- 
resent the  capital  of  the  company. 
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(b)  On  the  13th  of  August  of  the  same  year  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of  Venezuela  in 
Europe  made  some  reformations  in  the  above-mentioned  contract,  among  which  the  one 
that  the  total  line  of  the  railway  remained  divided  into  two  sections,  namely:  the  first,  start- 
ing from  a  point  on  the  Escalante  River,  at  the  discretion  of  the  concessionary,  thence  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  direction  of  M^rida  on  an  extent  of  60  kilometers;  and  the  second,  starting  from 
the  point  where  the  first  terminates  and  proceeding  from  thence  to  the  city  of  M^rida.  And 
by  this  same  contract  of  explanation  and  amplifications  the  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  was  fixed 
on  a  capital  of  300,000  bohvars  per  kilometer  of  the  first  section  and  of  340,000  bolivars  per 
kilometer  of  the  second.  This  contract  was  approved  by  the  Federal  council  on  the  30th  of 
November  of  the  same  year. 

(c)  By  a  contract  of  the  17th  of  June,  1891,  reforming  those  of  the  25th  of  July,  1887,  and 
13th  of  August,  1888,  above  cited,  the  company,  as  the  cessionary  of  the  railway  from  M6rida 
to  the  lake  of  Maracaibo,  stipulated  with  the  National  Government :  First,  that  said  conces- 
sion would  remain  confined  to  the  first  section,  to  which  the  reformation  of  the  primitive  con- 
tract refers,  according  to  paragraph  b — i.  e.,  60  kilometers  from  Santa  Barbara  to  a  point 
distant  1  kilometer  from  El  Vigia;  second,  that  the  payment  of  the  7  per  cent  guaranty 
would  be  made  quarterly  on  the  sum  of  18,000,000  bolivars,  fixed  as  the  price  of  that  section, 
according  to  the  contract  of  the  13th  of  August,  1888. 

Bolivars, 
(d)  The  company  claims  from  the  National  Government  for  guaranty  due 

unta  the  31st  of  December,  1895 4,725,000.00 

And,  besides,  for  damage  and  other  motives,  the  following  items:  Insuffi- 
ciency of  exploitation,  according  to  returns  and  notes 396, 921. 75 

Damage  sustained  on  account  of  the  forcible  conscription  of  the  laborers  of 

the  company 525, 509.  57 

Requisitions  according  to  voucher 963^320. 00 

Damage  and  prejudices  through  nonpayment  of  the  7  per  cent  guaranty, 
which  occasioned  an  emission  of  2,616  ''obligations,"  supplementary,  of 
500  francs  each 1 ,  308, 000. 00 

which  forms  a  total  of 7, 051, 751. 32 

(Seven  million  fifty-one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifty-one  bolivars  and  thirty-two 
centimes.) 

The  Government  has  rejected  the  claim  of  the  guaranty  during  the  time  elapsed  from  the 
1st  of  April,  1892  (at  which  date  the  line  could  have  been  opened  to  traffic,  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  forcible  conscription  of  the  laborers),  to  the  1st  of  May,  1893,  the  date  of  the  official 
inauguration;  and  it  has  likewise  rejected  the  claim  of  the  sum  of  two  million  three  hundred 
and  twenty-six  thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifty-one  bolivars  and  thirty-two  centimes 
(2,326,751.32  bolivars),  to  which  the  items  of  insufficiency,  damage,  etc.,  above  mentioned 
refer. 

The  company,  although  sustaining  in  principle  the  equity  of  the  claims  it  has  formulated, 
is  willing  to  make  important  concessions  with  a  view  to  arriving  at  an  arrangement,  and,  after 
long  discussions  regarding  the  accounts  presented,  the  Government  and  the  company,  by 
way  of  a  compromise,  have  agreed  upon  the  following: 

Abt.  1.  The  company  reduces  to  one  million  nine  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  bolivars 
(1,950,000  bolivars)  the  total  amount  of  its  claims  for  the  7  per  cent  guaranty,  liquidated 
up  to  the  31st  of  December,  1895^  and  for  any  other  cause  to  which  it  may  be  entitled. 

Abt.  2.  For  the  redemption  of  the  obligation  of  the  Government  to  continue  to  pay  the 
same  7  per  cent  guaranty  on  eighteen  million  bohvars,  guaranteed  capital,  for  the  remainder 
of  the  ninety-nine  years,  terms  of  the  contracts  referred  to,  the  company  agrees  to  receive 
two  million  five  hundred  thousand  bolivars  (2,500,000  bolivars),  articles  2,  3,  and  4  of  the 
above-metitioned  contract  of  the  17th  of  June,  1891,  remaining  in  virtue  thereof  without 
any  effect. 
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Abt.  3.  The  payment  of  the  one  and  the  other  sum  is  made  by  the  Government  in  this  act 
delivering  to  the  representative  of  the  company  an  order  on  the  direction  of  the  Disconto 
Cresellschaft  of  BerUn  for  the  sum  of  four  million  four  hundred  and  6fty  thousand  bolivars 
in  par  bonds  of  the  Venezuelan  loan  of  1896  with  6  per  cent  yearly  interest  and  1  per  cent  of 
redemption,  which  order  shall  be  provided,  besides,  with  the  approval  of  the  representative 
of  the  Disconto  in  Caracas. 

Abt.  4.  The  representative  of  the  company  declares  the  nation,  therefore,  free  from  aU 
responsibility,  as  weU  on  account  of  the  7  per  cent  guaranty  already  due  as  on  account  of  the 
obligation  to  pay  that  same  sum  in  future,  and  will  repeat  this  declaration  on  the  receipt  he 
will  give  the  direction  of  the  Disconto  Gesellschaft. 

Art.  5.  The  company  binds  itself  to  have,  within  the  term  of  six  months  from  the  date 
hereof,  any  imperfeetion  undergone  by  the  railway  line  on  account  of  the  change  of  the  course 
of  the  Chamas  River  repaired  and  to  keep  the  line  in  working  order  in  aaxrda/nce  with  the  obli- 
gations contracted  in  the  contracts  above  referred  to,  auhject  to  the  penalties  imposed  by  the 
laws  on  the  matter. 

Art.  6.  In  all  that  is  not  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  agreement  the  rights  and  obli- 
gations acquired  by  the  company  in  virtue  of  the  preceding  contracts  herein  referred  to 
remain  in  their  perfect  force  and  vigor. 

Done  in  duplicate  to  one  same  effect  in  Caracas,  this  eighteenth  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-six. 

(Signed)  C.  Bbuzual  Serra, 

The  Minister  ofPvblie  Works. 
Ch.  Weber, 
The  Representative  of  the  "Compagnie  Franpaise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  VenezuHiens." 

Bjr  article  5  of  the  above-inserted  convention  the  company  was 
bound  to  have,  within  a  term  of  six  months  from  the  date  of  the  com- 
promise, any  imperfections  which  the  railway  line  might  have  under- 
gone on  account  of  the  change  of  the  course  of  the  Chamas  River 
repaired  and  to  Jceep  the  line  in  working  order  in  accordance  with  the 
obligations  contracted  in  the  contracts  referred  to  and  subject  to  the 
penalties  imposed  by  the  laws  on  the  matter. 

The  company  met  the  expenses  of  the  interest  service  and  of  the 
redemption  of  the  loan  contracted  by  it  to  meet  the  expense  of  the 
repairs  of  the  line,  occasioned  by  the  earthquake  of  1894,  and  numer- 
ous inundations  which  followed  in  the  years  1895  to  1897,  with  the 
proceeds  of  the  negotiation  of  the  4,450,000  bolivars  delivered  by  the 
Government  of  Venezuela  in  par  bonds  of  the  Venezuelan  loan  of  the 
Disconto  Gesellschaft  of  1896. 

The  company  collected  the  amount  of  the  interest  and  redemption 
of  the  bonds  of  the  loan,  corresponding  to  the  half  years  due  on  the 
31st  of  December,  1896,  and  30th  of  June,  1897,  and  having  kept 
in  its  possession,  when  negotiating  the  bonds  in  1898,  the  interest 
coupons  due  on  the  30th  of  June  of  that  year,  amounting  to  about 
79,000  francs,  it  received  from  the  Disconto  Gesellschaft  on  the  15th 
of  January,  1899,  a  payment  on  account  of  28,228.94  francs,  there 
remaining,  therefore,  on  the  said  date  as  a  balance  of  interest  in 
favor  of  the  company  a  sum  of  about  50,000  francs. 

These  data  appear  from  the  two  reports  presented  by  the  admin- 
istration council  to  the  ordinary  general  meeting  in  its  sittings  of 
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the  30th  of  June,  1898,  and  12th  of  March,  1900.     From  the  first  of 
them  the  following  paragraphs  are  copied: 

On  account  of  the  earthquake  of  1894  and  of  numerous  inundations  which  were  the  conse- 
quence thereof  in  189*5  to  1897,  our  railway  having  sustained  considerable  damage,  we  were 
compelled,  in  order  to  raise  the  resources  necessary  for  their  repairs,  to  create  privileged 
bonds  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  a  year,  free  from  taxes  and  redeemable  within 
ten  years  at  the  latest. 

The  creation  and  issue  of  4,000  of  those  bonds,  which  constitute  the  privileged  debt  of  a 
nominal  value  of  2,000,000  francs,  of  which  we  have  just  spoken  to  you,  was  successively 
authorized  by  you. 

We  propose  you,  therefore,  to  give  in  pa3nDient  of  this  privileged  debt,  to  which  they  are 
already  appropriated,  the  bonds  of  the  Venezuelan  5  per  cent  loan,  1896,  which  we  have 
received  from  the  Venezuelan  Government,  in  redemption  of  the  interest  guarantees  it  has 
promised  us  by  our  concession  act,  which  bonds  figure  in  the  balance  you  have  just  approved 
as  stock  of  the  company,  for  a  value  of  3,152,000  francs. 

As  we  told  you  at  the  beginning,  we  have  a  buyer  of  these  bonds  of  our  stock,  which  bonds 
are  not  quoted  and  the  disposal  of  which  is  almost  impossible  for  a  sum  that  might  enable 
us  to  redeem  and  reimburse  the  4,000  bonds  that  are  outstanding  and  to  obtain  besides  the 
constitution  of  an  administration  fund  of  200,000  francs.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  3  per 
cent  revenue  of  Venezuela  is  quoted  in  London  at  from  31  to  33  per  cent,  you  will  see,  gentle- 
men, as  the  comptrollers  of  the  compromise  and  as  your  administration  council,  that  the 
company  will  obtain  by  this  combination  a  realization  imder  unexpected  conditions  of  these 
bonds  of  the  5  per  cent  Venezuelan  loan  of  1896,  since  these  realizations  will  take  place  at 
70  per  cent. 

And  from  the  second  report,  dated  the  12th  of  March,  1900: 

The  funds  that  had  remained  available  to  the  company  after  the  reimbursement  of  the 
ten  years'  bonds  would  have  constituted  for  it,  in  normal  timesj  a  sufficient  administration 
fund,  but  the  revolutionary  events  which  almost  uninterruptedly  have  occurred  up  to  the 
present  have  rapidly  consumed  them. 

These  resources  having  been  exhausted  and  in  view  of  the  continuation  of  the  revolution 
the  commissaries  of  the  compromise,  on  the  16th  of  August,  1899,  authorized  the  council  to 
borrow  up  to  the  amount  of  100,000  francs,  the  sums  it  would  require  to  meet  the  situation, 
tohether  there  tuas  a  possibility  to  proceed  tuith  the  exploitation  or  the  necessity  ofsuepending  it. 

The  coupons  of  the  5  per  cent  Venezuelan  loan  of  1896,  due  on  the  1st  of  July,  1896,  repre- 
senting about  79,000  francs,  were  given  as  security  for  an  advance,  which  amounted  to 
58,215.95  francs. 

This  advance  was  reduced  28,228.94  francs  on  the  15th  of  January  last  through  the  part 
payment  made  to  us  on  that  date  on  the  coupons  given  as  security. 

In  short,  the  debt  we  have  in  favor  of  our  lender  is  this  day  of  29,987.01  francs. 

Ho  has  in  his  possession  a  pledge  of  about  50,000  francs,  nominal  vahie,  represented  by  the 
receivable  balance  of  the  aforesaid  coupons. 

From  the  narrative  above  made,  from  all  the  modifications  made 
in  the  primitive  contract  which  had  for  its  object  the  construction  of 
the  railway  from  M^rida  to  San  Cdrlos,  from  the  different  cases  of 
main  force  which  at  different  times  suspended  the  construction  works 
or  largely  destroyed  them,  from  the  agreements  concluded  between 
the  contracting  parties  with  a  view  to  avoiding  the  sometimes  insur- 
mountable obstacles  which  nature  opposed  to  the  stability  of  the 
enterprise,  and,  finally,  from  the  compromise  concluded  on  the  18th 
of  April,  1896,  between  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and  the  repre- 
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sentative  of  the  *'Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6- 
zu6liens/'  the  following  facts  appear  sufficiently  proved: 

On  the  1st  of  July,  1898,  which  date  it  is  convenient  to  establish 
for  the  due  separation  of  the  time  to  which  the  claim  presented  refers, 
all  the.  engagements  contracted  by  the  Grovemment  of  Venezuela 
with  respect  to  the  company,  as  the  concessionary  of  the  contract 
concluded  with  the  Duke  of  Momy  in  August,  1888,  and  in  virtue 
of  the  subsequent  convention  directly  concluded  between  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  and  the  representative  of  the  company,  had 
been  exactly  complied  with.  The  obligations  contracted  by  said 
Government  by  the  contracts  of  the  13th  of  August,  1888,  of  the  18th 
of  June,  1891,  and  the  18th  of  April,  1896,  were:  To  give  in  fee  simple 
to  the  contractor  500  meters  of  national  lands  on  each  side  of  the  line 
on  the  whole  length  thereof;  to  allow  it  to  take  in  the  national  woods 
all  the  timber  required  by  the  enterprise  for  the  construction  of  the 
works  of  the  line;  to  permit  the  introduction,  free  from  duties,  of 
the  machines,  materials,  implements,  and  other  utensils  necessary  for 
the  construction  of  the  railway;  not  to  impose  upon  the  enterprise 
at  any  time  any  national  or  state  contributions;  to  grant  extensions 
of  time  for  the  conclusion  of  the  work  in  cases  of  main  force  that 
might  stop  the  works  of  construction,  and,  finally,  to  deliver  to  the 
company  4,450,000  bolivars  in  par  bonds  of  the  Venezuelan  loan  of 
the  Disconto  Gesellschaft,  1896,  in  payjnent  of  the  sum  of  1,950,000 
bolivars,  to  which  it  reduced  the  total  amount  of  all  its  claims  for  the 
7  per  cent  guarantee,  liquidated  up  to  the  31st  of  December,  1895, 
and  for  any  other  cause  to  which  it  might  be  entitled,  and,  besides, 
for  the  redemption  of  the  obligation  of  continuing  to  pay  the  same 
7  per  cent  guaranty  on  18,000,000  bolivars,  guaranteed  capital,  for 
the  rest  of  ninety-nine  years,  for  which  respect  the  company  agreed 
to  receive  2,500,000  bolivars.  All  the  aforesaid  obligations  were 
in  due  time  complied  with,  as  appearing  from  the  voluminous  records 
relating  thereto,  and  as  is  acknowledged  by  the  company  itself.  The 
Government  of  Venezuela  appea,rs  to  be  the  debtor  in  the  month  of 
June,  1899,  only  of  the  sum  of  50,000  francs  for  balance  of  interest 
on  the  bonds  of  the  loan  of  50,000,000  bolivars,  which  the  company 
received,  which  interest  corresponded  to  the  first  six  months  of  1898, 
and  that  debt  is  not  one  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  as  a  con- 
tractor with  the  ''Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6- 
zu61iens,''  nor  said  Government  could  pay  it  separately  and  directly 
to  the  company,  as  the  latter  has  pretended,  but  it  formed  a  part 
of  an  obligation  contracted  by  the  Republic  with  the  Disconto  Gesell- 
schaft, of  Berlin,  with  which  the  loan  was  contracted  for  and  which 
is  called  by  the  same  contract  to  receive  the  funds  destined  to  the 
gradual  redemption  and  the  payment  of  interest. 
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Article  3  of  the  contract  concluded  on  the  18th  of  April,  1896, 
«¥ith  the  representative  of  the  French  company  explicitly  says: 

The  payment  of  the  one  and  the  other  sum  is  made  by  the  Government  in  this  act,  deliv- 
ering to  the  representative  of  the  company  an  order  on  the  direction  of  the  Disconto  Gresell- 
schaft  of  Berlin  for  the  sum  of  4,4^0,000  bolivars,  in  par  bonds,  etc.,  which  order  shall  be 
provided,  besides,  with  the  approval  of  the  representative  of  the  Disconto  in  Caracas. 

Payment  means  cancellation,  extinction  of  a  debt,  and,  therefore, 
between  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and  the  French  company,  as 
parties  to  the  contract  which  had  for  its  object  the  construction  and 
exploitaticHft  of  the  railway  from  Santa  Bfi,rbara  to  La  Vigia,  any  credit 
or  claim  that  on  account  of  the  guaranty  or  for  any  other  cause  was  pos- 
sessed by  the  company  against  the  Government  remained  legally  extin- 
guished in  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  articles  1 ,  2,  and  3  of  said  agree- 
ment of  the  18th  of  April,  1896.  Any  rights  pertaining  to  the  com- 
pany as  holder  of  coupons  of  interest,  due  and  unpaid,  of  the  loan 
of  50,000,000  bolivars  of  1896  are  a  subject  entirely  strange  to  the 
juridical  relations  established  between  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
and  the  company  on  account  of  the  railway  contract  and  completely 
alien  to  the  facts  connected  with  the  compliance  with  the  obligations 
derived  from  that  contract. 

As  a  proof  of  this  inference,  see  Article  VI  of  the  Venezuelan- 
German  protocol  signed  in  Washington  on  the  13th  of  February, 
1903,  which  runs  as  follows: 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  undertakes  to  make  a  new  satisfactory  arrangement  to 
settle  simultaneously  the  5  per  cent  Venezuelan  loan  of  1896,  which  is  chiefly  in  German 
hands  and  the  entire  exterior  debt.  In  this  arrangement  the  state  revenues  to  be  employed 
for  the  service  of  the  debt  are  to  be  determined  without  prejudice  to  the  obligations  already 
existing. 

For  the  more  precise  appreciation  of  the  grounds  on  which  it  is 
pretended  to  base  the  present  claim,  it  i§  to  the  purpose  to  examine 
the  steps  taken  by  the  direction  of  the  'Tompagnie  Fran^aise  de 
Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu61iens"  near  the  ministry  of  foreign  affairs 
of  France  posteriorly  to  the  arrangement  to  the  18th  of  April,  1896, 
steps  that  moved  the  chief  of  said  ministry  to  exercise  his  diplomatic 
action  through  the  consul  of  France  in  Caracas  based  on  the  data 
furnished  by  the  company. 

In  a  letter  addressed  by  the  administrator  of  the  company  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  in  Paris  on  the  29th  of  November,  1898, 
said  administrator  asked  for  the  intervention  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  secure  for  his  countrymen  in  the  employ  of  the  company 
in  Venezuela  the  protection  of  their  persons  and  property  and  com- 
pel the  Government  of  Venezuela  to  comply  with  its  engagements 
to  its  creditors,  adding  in  said  letter  that  the  administration  was 
informed  by  the  Disconto  Gesellschaft,  of  Berlin,  that  the  Imperial 
Government  would  simultaneously  interfere  to  the  same  purpose. 
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and  in  support  ot  his  request  he  recalled  the  letters  which  had  been 
addressed  to  the  ministry  dated  the  2d  and  the  25th  of  June,  1898. 
It  was  in  virtue  of  that  request  that  the  ministry  of  foreign  affairs 
addressed  on  the  7th  of  December,  1898,  to  Mr.  Qui6vreux,  in  charge 
of  the  archives  of  the  legation  of  France,  the  official  note  inserted 
in  these  records  under  No.  8,  in  which  the  following  instructions  are 
communis  ated  to  him : 

You  are  not  unaware  that  the  "Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V^n^u^liens*' 
was  placed,  in  April,  1896,  by  the  government  of  Caracas,  under  the  necessity  of  accepting 
for  the  redemption  of  the  guaranties  that  had  been  given  in  the  concession  of  the  enter- 
prise, certain  bonds  proceeding  from  an  especial  loan  of  50,000,000  bolivars,  negotiated  in 
Berlin.  The  Disconto  Gesellschaft,  in  charge  of  the  operation,  distributed  those  redeemable 
bonds  to  the  different  European  railway  companies  and  our  fellow-countrymen  for  all  pe.y  - 
ment  of  a  debt  already  due,  of  more  than  7,000,000  francs,  and  for  the  redemption  of  ()) 
annuities  of  1,260,000  francs  had  to  content  themselves  with  a  net  sum  of  3,200,000  franns, 
represented  by  bonds  of  said  loan. 

The  moneys  proceeding  from  the  payment  of  interest  and  from  the  sinking  service  ha  t-e 
constituted  for  two  years  the  only  resources  with  which  the  French  company  has  been  ab/e 
to  continue  its  exploitation.  But  the  deliveries  have  ceased  this  year,  or,  at  least,  the  Dis- 
conto Gesellschaft  has  not  been  able  up  to  the  present  to  meet  only  one  of  the  monthly  pay- 
ments of  1898. 

In  view  of  the  suspension  of  payments  of  this  5  per  cent  loan  of  1896,  our  countiymea 
declare  that  they  find  themselves  under  the  necessity  of  abandoning  their  enterprise,  which 
will  lead  to  the  definitive  loss  of  the  French  capital  which  has  been  invested  therein,  and  the 
amount  of  those  capitals,  I  am  assured,  is  not  less  than  33,500,000  francs. 

In  order  to  prevent  this  eventuality,  that  the  company  already  considers  as  imminent,  it 
is  necessary  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  determines  to  immediately  pay  a  sum  of 

210,000  francs,  including: 

Francs. 

For  interest  due 160, 000 

For  bonds  redeemed - 50, 000 

If  the  information  given  me  corresponds  with  what  yourself  may  know  concerning  the 
financial  situation  of  the  French  company,  and,  in  case  you  know  that,  under  the  pressure  of 
the  legation  of  Germany,  the  ministers  of  Venezuela  may  be  compelled  to  comply  within  a 
short  delay  with  all  or  part  of  the  obligations  to  the  European  creditors,  you  must  procure 
that  the  rights  of  our  fellow-countrymen  are  taken  into  equitable  consideration. 

For  the  date  of  the  above-inserted  note,  the  7th  of  December,  1898, 
the  French  company  had  aUenated  the  4,450,000  francs  in  bonds  of 
the  loan  of  1896  and  only  had  an  interest  of  about  79,000  francs  in 
coupons  due  on  the  1st  of  July,  1898;  so  that  it  induced  the  ministry 
of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  by  its  erroneous  indications,  to  ask  from 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  the  immediate  payment  of  210,000 
francs  as  owed  for  redemption  and  interest  of  bonds  which  no  longer 
pertained  to  it,  afBrming,  however,  that  that  redemption  and  that 
interest  represented  for  the  company  a  vital  necessity  and  that  with- 
out their  payment  it  would  find  itself  in  the  imperious  case  of  aban- 
doning its  enterprise. 

It  thus  appears  from  the  resolution  passed  by  the  general  meeting 
of  shareholders  held  on  the  30th  of  June,  1888,  by  which  said  meeting. 
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approving  the  proposal  of  the  administration  council  and  of  the  com- 
mittee of  commissioners  of  the  obligations,  authorized  said  council: 

1 .  To  deliver  on  the  1st  of  July,  1898,  all  the  bonds  of  the  5  per  cent 
Venezuelan  Loan  of  1896  that  the  company  had  in  deposit  with  the 
Disconto  of  Berlin,  upon: 

(A)  The  delivery  of  3,619  ten-years'  privileged  6  per  cent  bonds  of 
the  company. 

(B)  A  cash  balance  of  390,500  francs. 

2.  To  invite  to  the  reimbursement,  on  the  15th  of  June,  1898,  at  500 
francs  par,  of  the  381  privileged  6  per  cent  bonds,  the  numbers  of  which 
are  indicated,  and  to  separate,  in  order  to  meet  this  reimbursement, 
the  sum  of  190,500  francs  from  the  390,500  francs  received  as  said  in 
article  1. 

The  balance  of  200,000  francs  was  to  serve  as  working  fund. 

Besides,  as  already  shown,  the  79,000  francs,  more  or  less,  left  in 
favor  of  the  company  for  interest  of  the  coupons  due  up  to  the  date  of 
the  negotiation  of  the  bonds  of  the  loan  remained  represented  in  the 
sum  of  50,000  francs,  more  or  less,  in  January,  1899,  for  a  part  pay- 
ment made  by  the  Disconto  of  28,228.94  francs  and  that  nominal 
value  of  the  coupons  was  utilized  by  the  company  in  obtaining  a  loan 
and  leaving  them  as  security  for  the  sum  of  30,000  francs,  more  or 


The  argument  that  the  company  has  adduced  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  Venezuela  by  making  the  existence  of  the  company  depend 
on  the  opportune  payment  of  the  redemption  and  interest  of  the  bonds 
of  the  loan  is  inconsistent,  for  it  is  a  fact  that  it  considered  convenient 
to  its  interest  to  negotiate  those  bonds  when  it  thought  it  opportune 
so  to  do,  availing  itself  of  an  offer  of  70  per  cent,  which  it  considered 
highly  advantageous. 

Regarding  the  imposition  which  it  is  adduce<l  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  exercises  against  the  company,  compelling  it  to  accept  the 
4,450,000  francs  in  bonds  of  the  loan  in  payment  of  a  debt  of  7,000,000 
francs  already  due,  and  for  the  redemption  of  ninety  annuities  of 
1,260,000  francs  each,  while  it  can  not  truly  be  maintained  that  the 
compromise  between  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and  the  represen- 
tative of  the  company  took  place  in  that  manner,  as  it  was  the  result 
of  the  free  and  spontaneous  will  of  the  two  contracting  parties,  circum- 
stances may  certainly  be  pointed  out,  which  show  that  the  sum  paid 
in  bonds  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela  and  which  gave  the  com- 
pany the  opportunity  of  receiving  in  cash  the  sum  of  2,508,000  francs 
represents,  in  view  of  the  occasion  on  which  the  arrangement  was 
made,  the  only  possibility  the  company  could  obtain  to  find  itself  in 
a  position  to  undertake  and  carrj^  out  the  works  of  repairs  of  the  line, 
which  it  indispensably  required  to  put  it  in  working  order  on  account 
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of  the  damage  caused  by  the  earthquake  of  1894,  and  of  the  subse- 
quent inundations  until  1897. 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  had  contracted  the  obligation  of 
guaranteeing  the  company  the  7  per  cent  on  the  capital  of  the  enter- 
prise during  ninety-nine  years,  taking  as  a  basis  for  the  computation 
of  the  capital  the  sum  of  300,000  francs  per  kilometer  on  the  length  of 
60.  kilometers — i.  e.,  18,000,000  francs — and  also  taking  as  a  basis  to 
fix  the  sum  corresponding  to  the  7  per  cent  the  proceeds  of  the  enter- 
prise in  its  exploitation,  deducting  from  the  income  the  general 
administration  expense  and  the  exploitation  expense.  The  very 
nature  of  this  engagement  shows  that  the  company  was  to  constitute 
itself  with  a  capital  of  at  least  18,000,000  francs,  ia.t  which  the  cost  of 
the  construction  of  the  railway  was  estimated,  and  that  it  was  to  con- 
tribute, out  of  its  own  resources,  all  the  sums  indispensable  for  the 
completion  of  the  work  and  the  repairs  indispensable  for  keeping  it  in 
constant  exploitation.  The  articles  of  association  of  the  company 
and  documents  thereto  annexed  show  that  the  capital  with  which  it 
constituted  itself  was  only  3,000,000  francs;  that  it  immediately 
created  bonds  to  raise  resources,  which  amounted  to  more  than 
18,000,000  francs,  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent,  and  that 
from  the  year  1892  the  company,  being  unable  to  pay  that  interest, 
had  to  ask  for  and  obtain  the,  appointment  of  a  judicial  liquidator,  and 
the  following  year,  1893,  asked  for  the  conclusion  of  a  concord  with 
its  creditors. 

The  inauguration  of  the  railway  took  place  in  March,  1894,  and  in 
the  same  year,  in  the  month  of  November,  there  occurred  the  earth- 
quake that  destroyed  the  line  and  caused  the  suspension  of  the  exploi- 
tation, and  thereupon  other  great  inundations  took  place  until  the 
year  1897. 

•  These  disastrous  accidents  found  the  company  in  a  state  of  insol- 
vency, without  possibility  to  make  use  of  any  credit,  bound  as  it  was 
by  a  concord  with  its  creditors  and  without  any  other  basis  to  raise 
funds  to  undertake  the  works  of  reconstruction  than  the  guaranty 
promised  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela  that  could  not  be  rendered 
effective  until  the  exploitation  of  the  railway  had  been  perfectly 
assured,  in  permanent  conditions  by  the  firmness  and  solidity  of  the 
railway  line  on  its  whole  length. 

The  conclusion  of  the  agreement  with  the  company,  which  put  an 
end  to  the  guaranty,  took  place  on  the  18th  April,  1896,  and  at  that 
time  the  suspension  of  the  traffic  of  the  railway  subsisted  on  account 
of  the  works  of  repairs  which  the  company  had  to  imdertake  after  the 
earthquake  of  1894,  and  that  continued  until  1897.  Still,  in  the  month 
of  November,  1896,  the  national  executive  determined  to  defer  to  a 
request  presented  by  Mr.  J.  Bnin,  as  director  of  the  railway,  having  for 
its  object  to  ask  for  the  extension  of  the  time  fixed  by  article  5  of  the 
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contract  of  the  18th  of  April  of  that  same  year,  in  order  to  have 
repaired  within  a  term  of  six  months  the  damage  that  the  Hne  had 
sustained  through  the  change  of  the  course  of  the  Chamas  River,  and 
the  president  of  the  RepubHc  was  pleased  to  defer  to  that  request  by- 
granting  an  extension  of  three  months,  from  the  15th  of  October  above 
referred  to.  ^ 

The  precarious  condition  of  the  works  of  repairs  and  the  continual 
dangers  to  which  the  line  was  exposed  by  the  deviation  of  the  Chamas 
River,  are  technically  shown  in  the  report  addressed  by  the  inspector 
of  the  line,  Mr.  Leonidas  Vargas,  in  February,  1897,  to  the  ministry 
of  public  works.     From  said  report  are  taken  the  following  paragraphs : 

Tlie  principal  station,  Santa  Barbara,  is  14  meters  on  the  level  of  the  sea  and  5  meters 
on  the  low  waters  of  the  Escalante  River,  which  in  its  freshets  of  1890  ascended  3.50  meters 
over  its  level,  overflowing  in  all  its  length  and  inundating  the  farms  on  its  banks. 

The  terminal  station  at  kilometer  60,  '*  La  Vigia,"  is  128  meters  above  the  sea  level  on  a  high 
plain  having  a  2  per  cent  grade  as  far  as  kilometer  55,  where  the  railway  crosses  the  creek 
"Bobuqui,"  then  comes  the  creek  "  La  Arenosa,"  and  on  the  distance  to  46  kilometer  there 
arq  found  "Gaflonegro"  and  "Los  Caflitos." 

In  the  year  1889,  in  December,  the  Chamas  River  had  a  large  freshet  by  which  corpulent 
trees  were  dragged  along  that  were  detained  near  "La  Vigia,''  obstructing  its  natural  bed 
with  heaps  of  dirt,  for  which  reason  the  current  broke  the  banks  that  sloped  "£1  Vigia"  and 
inundated  all  the  woods  existing  between  kilometers  52  and  41  of  the  line  from  Santa  Bar- 
bara to  "La  Vigia." 

In  1890  the  work  of  repairs  began.  Every  one  did  his  duty,  but  according  as  the  river 
went  on  with  its  freshets  it  went  on  destroying  all  that  man  opposed  to  its  caprices,  always 
led  by  the  unevenness  of  the  ground,  which  presented  a  2  per  cent  grade,  and  the  waters' 
invaded  the  woods  and  inundated  a  portion  of  the  line. 

Then  comes  the  earthquake,  the  trepidations  of  which  caused  many  a  damage  on  the  Cor- 
dilleras of  the  Andes  and  adjoining  plains,  producing  a  larger  unevenness  in  the  woods  lying 
between  La  Culebra  and  Caiio  del  Padre,  through  which  the  railway  passes,  leaving  rails  in 
the  form  of  Nos.  3  and  5,  and  of  the  letter  S,  curves  straight  and  straight  curves;  springs  of 
dark  mud  having  a  nauseous  odor  in  the  drains  and  culverts,  flow  20  and  25  centimeters 
wide  and  incalculably  deep,  through  which  the  invading  waters  of  the  Chamas  entered,  exca- 
vating the  embankments  of  the  rails  and  separating  from  the  ground  the  sleepers  that 
remained  adhered  to  the  rails:  these  were  in  the  form  of  a  hammock  swinging  when  the  roll- 
ing stock  passed,  moved  by  force  of  arms,  that  the  mercantile  mtercourse  might  not  stop. 

From  the  year  1894  up  to  the  present  the  French  company  has  made  strenuous  efforts  to 
restore  the  line  to  its  normal  condition.  To  that  purpose  they  had  built  a  siding  from  43  to 
46  kilometers,  where  the  Chamas  forms  a  drain  consisting  of  two  curves,  through  mud  pits 
from  150  to  200  meters  wide  on  each  side.  In  November,  when  this  siding  was  completed 
and  tried,  another  freshet  of  the  Chamas  took  place,  stronger  than  the  preceding  ones,  and 
inundated  the  line,  dragging  along  an  alluvial  sediment  that  has  stopped  up  the  70  meters' 
light  of  the  "Los  Cafiitos"  bridge,  and  the  waters  have  spread  on  the  banks  and  left  the 
neighboring  villages  in  a  flood  three  and  four  feet  deep  and  the  rails  with  20  or  40  centi- 
meters of  water  over  them.    This  I  saw  in  my  last  visit  to  the  line. 

Now  the  company  again  undertakes  the  reconstruction,  according  to  a  document  I  have 
before  me,  and  also  undertakes  to  carry  the  Chamas  to  its  former  bed,  the  only  remedy  whichj 
in  my  judgment ^  can  save  the  line  of  the  railway j  for  else  all  the  ballast  that  the  Cordilleras  of 
the  Andes  may  give  ivill  not  he  sufficient  to  resist  the  violence  of  GO  meters  in  a  minute  that  the 
Chamas  possesses  in  the  currents  of  the  La  Lihertad  straight  line,  from  43  to  46  kilometers,  as 
it  would  he  dragged  away  according  as  it  would  he  put  in  place. 
S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 25 
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The  situation  of  the  company  regarding  its  repair  works  and  the 
reopening  of  the  railway  traffic  in  February,  1897,  after  the  expiration 
of  the  extension  granted  by  the  national  Government  by  its  resolution 
of  the  15th  October,  1896,  is  shown  by  the  following  letter  of  the 
director  of  the  exploitation: 

iMufrom  San  Cdrlos  to  M6rida. — Direction  of  the  Exploitation. 

L.  R.,  No.  329.]  OoMPAONiE  Fban^aise  dr  Chemins  db  Fbr  Ven^u^uens, 

Santa  Bdrhara,  February  26, 1897. 
Citizen  Minister  op  Pubuc  Works: 

We  have  the  hoDor  to  inform  you  that  communications  are  reestablished  and  that  the 
trains  and  locomotives  of  our  company  are  regularly  and  without  transfer  running  between 
Santa  B&rbara  and  £1  Vigia /rom  this  date. 

Bbetsslou. 
For  the  Director. 

During  the  administrative  year  of  1897,  and  the  first  six  months  of 
1898,  the  railway  company  made'nse  in  its  relations  with  the  national 
Government  of  the  exemptions  granted  it  by  the  concession  as  regards 
the  importation  of  materials  as  appearing  h*om  the  records  15  and  16 
of  the  archives  of  the  ministry  of  public  works.  The  direction  of  the 
exploitation  omitted  in  the  year  1897  to  send  to  said  ministry  the 
statistical  tables  which  it  was  its  duty  to  periodically  send  to  it,  con- 
formably to  article  99  of  the  regulations  on  railways.  The  agency  of 
the  French  company  at  Maracaibo  said  to  the  ministryof  public  works, 
in  a  communication  dated  the  17th  of  May,  1897,  that  in  virtue  of 
instructions  communicated  to  him  from  Santa  Barbara  del  Zulia  by 
Mr.  Julio  Brun,  director  of  the  exploitation,  the  company  in  Paris  had 
since  long  ago  taken  charge  of  the  opportime  remission  of  said  data  to 
the  ministry. 

From  the  tables  sent  to  the  ministry  of  public  works,  corresponding 
to  the  months  from  January  to  November,  1898,  forming  the  records 
No.  17,  it  appears  that  the  exploitation  in  said  months  left  the  com- 
pany an  unfavorable  balance  amoimting  to  the  sum  of  184,418.13 
francs. 

During  the  period  running  from  the  1st  of  January  to  the  20th  of 
May,  1899,  of  direct  and  regular  exploitation,  the  company  could  by 
dint  of  ec'onomies  and  in  full  crop  realize  a  favorable  balance  of  30,000 
francs,  the  receipts  amounting  to  172,593.01  francs  and  the  expenses 
to  141,883.28  francs.  From  the  20th  of  May  to  the  12th  of  October, 
at  which  date  the  actual  suspension  of  the  exploitation  took  place, 
owing  to  the  nonexistence  of  regular  traffic,  the  receipts  rapidly 
decreased  and  even  ceased  entirely,  while  the  expense  did  not  undergo 
any  reduction.  The  deficit  of  that  period  amounted  to  about  60,000 
francs,  the  receipts  amounting  to  83,153.33  francs  and  the  expense 
141,869.46  francs,  and  that  deficit  consuming  the  preceding  favorable 
balance  and  the  remainder  of  the  resources  of  the  company. 
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In  the  report  of  the  administration  council  presented  to  the  share- 
holders on  the  12th  of  March,  1900,  from  which  the  foregoing  data  are 
taken,  it  is  said  that  the  Government  of  Venezuela  was  owing  the  com- 
pany on  the  31st  of  December,  1898,  a  sum  of  174,097.20  francs  for 
expense  of  transportations,  regularly  ordered  by  its  official  manda- 
tories, and  that  on  the  31st  of  December,  1899,  the  same  Government 
was  owing  the  sum  of  203,529.70  francs. 

The  balance  contained  in  the  above-mentioned  report,  correspond- 
ing to  the  31st  of  December,  1899,  gives  the  following  indication  of  the 
assets  and  liabilities  of  the  company: 

Asaets.  <       Francs.  Liabilities.  i       Francs. 


First  establishment I  16,352,175.70  ,1  Shares I       3,000,000.00 

Deposit  of  stores  in  Venezuela '  84,757.06  Bonds,    44.560,    of      Francs.       | 

Money  in  safe  and  in  banks 1,827.36  I;      500  francs 22,284,500.00 

'  II  Difference  between                        > 

Debtors:                        Francs.       i  i      the  nominal  value                        i 


Sundries 81,443.34 

Government  of 
Venezuela...         203,520.70 


Profit  and  loss ... .      1,010,417.50 
Interest      owed 

bondholders     on  cord) 

31st  December, 

1880 8,439,063.35 


and  the  proceeds 

I       realized 7,640,465.50  j 

I  1      14,636,034.50 

284,973.04  !|  Sundry  creditors ' 

I   Bondholders' interest  on  the  31st  !  09,117.16 

'      December,  1800  (article  2  of  con-  ' 


9,440,500.94 


Total 1    26,173,236.01 


8,439,083.3J) 
Total I      26,173,235.01 


The  foregoing  indication  throws  light  enough  to  make  the  financial 
situation  known  in  which  the  ^^Compagnie  Franpaise  de  Chemins  de 
Fer  V6n6zu61iens''  found  itself  on  the  12th  of  October,  1899,  at  which 
date  it  abandoned  its  exploitation  for  lack  of  resources  to  continue  to 
meet  the  most  indispensable  expense,  which  in  proper  commercial 
terms  is  called  state  of  bankruptcy. 

With  assets  represented  by  investments  or  dead  capital  of 
16,436,933.68  francs,  1,827.35  francs  in  cash,  and  284,973.04  francs,  in 
credits  receivable,  and  liabilities  of  14,734,151.60  francs  in  bpnds,  and 
8,439,083.36  francs  in  interest,  subject  to  a  concord  and  without  any 
credit,  the  company  could  not  but  abandon,  as  it  did,  the  exploitation 
of  the  enterprise  for  lack  of  resources. 

Such  is  the  situation  of  every  merchant  who,  being  in  want  of  the 
most  indispensable  means  to  continue  the  movement  of  his  business,  is 
constrained  to  suspend  it  and  call  his  creditors  to  the  liquidation  and 
distribution  of  their  credits. 

The  **Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu61iens"  did 
not  act  in  this  way,  but,  protected  by  a  concord  which  favored  both  its 
interest  and  that  of  its  creditors,  preferred  to  the  liquidation  and  dis- 
tribution of  its  assets  declaring  the  Government  of  Venezuela  respon- 
sible for  the  bad  condition  of  its  finance,  for  the  lack  of  resources  to 
continue  the  traffic,  for  the  paralyzation  of  this  on  account  of  revohi- 
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tionary  movements,  of  the  use  of  its  steamers,  which  was  the  origin  of 
the  only  important  credit  contained  in  its  assets  and  the  cause,  through 
default  of  payment,  as  it  pretends,  of  the  ruin  of  its  concerns. 

The  charges  formulated  by  the  company  against  the  Government 
of  Venezuela,  and  as  appearing  from  the  reports  of  the  12th  of  March, 
1900,  and  the  30th  of  the  same  month,  1901,  and  from  its  communi- 
cations to  the  ministry  of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  are  summarized  in 
the  paragraphs  of  a  communication  addressed  to  the  minister  of 
foreign  affairs  by  the  president  of  the  administration  coimcil  on  the 
30th  of  March,  1901 ,  running  as  follows: 

Monsieur  le  Ministre:  We  have  just  been  officially  informed,  both  through  Mr. 
Qui^vreux,  codsuI  of  France  in  Caracas,  and  the  "Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Cables  T^l^ 
graphiques/'  that  the  minister  of  public  works  of  Venezuela  intends  to  have  an  inventory  of 
our  goods  made  to  give  the  enjoyment  thereof  to  an  Italian. 

We  have  the  honor  to  transcribe  to  you,  hereinafter,  the  communication  such  as  it  was 
addressed  to  us: 

"Paris,  March  18,  1891. 

"COMPAQNIB  FrAN^AISE   DE  ChEMINB  DE   FeR  V^N^UEUENS, 

15  Avenue  Mariigrum,  Paris. 

''Gentlemen:  As  a  complement  of  our  telephonic  communication  of  Friday  last,  we 
have  the  honor  to  convey  to  you  herein  the  copy  of  a  telegram  we  have  received  from  Mr. 
Qui^vreux,  charg^  d'affaires  de  France  in  Caracas. 

"Kindly  inform  the  *Ck)mpagnie  Fran^aise  desCheminsdeFerV^n^zu^liens'that  minister 
of  public  works,  considering  that  it  abandons  its  Santa  B&rbara  line,  has  just  appointed  a 
commission  in  chaige  of  proceeding  to  an  inventory,  this  with  a  purpose  to  give  this  line  to 
an  Italian  named  Salvatore  Botaro. 

"Kindly  accept,  gentlemen,  the  assurance  of  our  distinguished  consideration. 

"COMPAGNIE  DE  CABLES  TfeLEGRAPUIQUES." 

(Signed)  . 

This  decision  of  the  Venezuelan  minister  would  constitute  an  actual  and  definitive  spolia- 
tion of  the  rights  and  goods  of  our  fellow  countrymen,  share  and  bondholders. 

That  ministry  of  Venezuela  pretends  to  justify  its  decision  by  saying  that  we  abandon  our 
line.  It  does  not  even  do  us  the  honor  of  announcing  its  project  to  us,  as  it  did  not  do  us  the 
honor  of  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  our  claims  and  of  the  reasons  that  compelled  us  to 
suspend  our  exploitation  in  October,  1889. 

Those  reasons.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  we  have  communicated  to  you  and  were  numerous  and 
important.  One  of  them  would  have  been  sufficient  to  justify  our  suspension.  Our  finance 
had  been  exhausted  only  to  satisfy  the  exactions  of  the  agents  of  Venezuela  who  did  not  cease 
to  seize  our  steamers,  trains,  material,  personnel,  and  who  even  in  the  moments  of  calm  in 
the  revolutionary  disturbances  opposed  our  transporting  merchandise  for  which  we  were 
oiganized. 

If  we  had  been  in  due  time  reimbursed  by  the  Venezuelan  authorities  the  expense  and  dis- 
bursements of  all  kinds  we  had  to  make  for  them,  we  would  have  been  able  to  continue, 
reoiganize,  and  recommence  our  exploitation. 

But  nothing  of  that  has  happened. 

We  have  never  been  honored  with  a  proposal  or  even  the  least  communication. 

Now,  only  because  we  are  French,  because  no  diplomatic  relations  exist  between  Venezuela 
and  Franc>e,  and  because,  according  to  the  idea  spread  over  all  the  country,  everything  can  he 
done  to  the  French  without  having  anything  to  fear,  it  is  finally  desired  to  rob  us  of  what 
remains  of  our  property,  violating  the  seals  with  which  we  have  provided  it  in  the  presence 
and  with  the  assistance  of  the  Venezuelan  aiithoriti&s  and  our  consular  agent. 
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The  records,  certainly  too  voluminous,  that  our  company  possesses  in  the  ministry  of 
foreign  affairs,  teem  with  official  and  unofficial  evidence  of  the  vexations  suffered  by  our 
fellow  countrymen,  either  agents  or  not  of  our  French  company,  and  even  by  our  national 
flag.  It  would,  rigorously,  be  sufficient  for  us  to  respectfully  remind  you,  Monsieur  le 
Ministre,  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Brun,  a  French  engineer,  idos  murdered  in  May,  1898,  in  his 
post  as  director,  in  our  directive  house,  at  a  window  over  which  the  French  flag  was  floating, 
by  a  Venezuelan  soldier,  who  obeyed  the  orders  of  the  Venezuelan  general,  Eleazar  Montiel. 
The  flag  was  pulled  down  and  dragged  along  in  the  mud,  etc. 

Through  a  prudence  which  we  have  thought  would  be  appreciated  we  have  avoided  to 
revive  these  sad  incidents. 

Thenceforth,  in  1898  and  1899,  several  of  our  service  employees  have  been  arrested,  or 
threatened  to  be  arrested,  by  generals  and  even  by  the  brother  of  the  late  President  of  the 
Republic,  Mr.  Andrade,  the  president  of  the  State  of  Zulia.  Our  steamers  have  been  seized, 
deteriorated,  and  destroyed,  of  which  a  proof  is  offered  by  our  steamer  5an  Cdrlos  y  Mhidaj 
which,  anchored  in  the  harbor  of  Maracaibo,  has  served  as  target  for  the  marksmen  of  both 
parties  and  finally  was  sunk  by  their  bullets. 

We  request  yoji,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  to  excuse  our  insistence  in  asking  for  your  inter- 
vention. 

The  question,  in  effect,  is  the  interest  the  importance  of  which  is  considerable  for  our 
fellow  countrymen,  not  only  from  the  particular  point  of  view  of  the  millions  which  the 
bondholders  of  our  company  represent,  but  from  the  general  point  of  view  of  the  moral  and 
commercial  influence  tBat  France  possessed  in  Venezuela  and  which  it  is  about  to  lose 
forever. 

Venezuela  is  a  rich  country.  It  would  suffice  for  it  to  become  a  very  prosperous  country, 
that  its  interior  oi^nization  should  be  regenerated. 

Monsieur  le  Ministre,  permit  that  we  finally  appeal  to  the  protection  of  France  in  favor  of 
the  French  interests  we  represent,  that  we  renew  to  you  the  claims  formulated  in  our  letter 
of  the  17th  of  January,  1901,  and  that  we  protest  with  all  our  force  against  the  new  abuse 
that  seems  to  threaten  us. 

Kindly  accept.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  the  assurance  of  our  high  consideration. 

E.  Reynaud, 
The  President. 

The  integral  insertion  of  the  foregoing  note  will  facilitate  the 
chronological  examination  of  the  facts  therein  mentioned,  abstaining 
in  this  examination,  as  becomes  our  duty  of  an  impartial  judge,  from 
all  appreciation  that  is  not  entirely  conformable  to  truth,  that  does  not 
appear  proved  in  the  voluminous  records  to  which  the  aforesaid  note 
refers,  that  is  not  inspired  with  the  principle  of  justice  and  absolute 
equity  upon  which  the  arbitrator  must  base  his  decisions. 

In  this  examination  of  the  evidence  presented  by  the  very  claiming 
party,  consisting  in  the  declarations  of  the  employees  of  the  company 
themselves,  the  first  place  pertains,  by  order  of  dates,  to  the  accident 
of  the  killing  of  Mr.  Brun,  a  French  engineer,  which  took  place  on 
the  15th  of  July,  1898,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  it  is  true,  as 
affirmed  by  the  president  of  the  company,  that  Mr.  Brun  was  mur- 
dered in  his  post  as  director  in  his  own  house,  at  a  window  over  which 
the  French  flag  was  floating,  by  a  Venezuelan  soldier,  who  obeyed 
the  order  of  the  Venezuelan  general,  Eleazar  Montiel,  and  pulled  down 
and  dragged  the  flag  along  in  the  mud,  etc. 
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On  the  1st  of  May,  1898,  General  Eleazar  Montiei,  late  governor 
of  the  "Colon"  territory,  proceedmg  from  Maracaibo  on  the  steamer 
ProgresOj  landed  with  troops  of  the  Government  at^anta  Barbara. 
The  said  steamer  went  down  the  river  Escalante,  carrying  120  con- 
scripts and  the  authorities  of  Santa  B^bara.  The  following  day 
the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara  arrived,  bringing  on  board  a  guard  of 
12  soldiers  of  the  Government.  On  Wednesday,  the  3d  of  May,  at 
midnight  150  insurgents,  commanded  by  a  General  Figuera,  took 
possession  of  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara  after  short,  but  severe 
fighting,  in  which  5  soldiers  of  the  Government  and  the  boatswain 
of  the  steamer  were  wounded.  During  the  4th,  5th,  6th,  and  7th  of 
May  the  revolutionaries,  masters  of  the  territory,  cut  the  telegraph 
and  made  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara  set  out  for  Santa  Cruz  del 
Zulia,  a  village  situated  up  the  Escalante  River,  with  some  of  their 
men,  scattering  their  partisans  in  guerrillas  along  the  rivers  to  wait 
for  the  arrival  of  the  troops  of  the  Government.  They  had  taken  pos- 
session of  6  empty  wagons  and  formed  a  barricade  on  the  landing 
pier.  On  Sunday,  the  8th  of  May,  at  6.30  in  the  morning,  a  lively 
musket  firing  wcs  heard  at  some  distance  from  Santa  B&rbara,  while 
the  troops  of  the  Government  penetrated  by  the  bottom  of  the  vil- 
lage, and  a  lively  musket  firing  broke  out  in  the  streets. 

Now  comes  the  textual  part  of  the  report  of  Mr.  Peysselon,  chief 
agent  of  the  company  at  Santa  B&rbara: 

Notwithstandiog  that  the  French  flag  was  hoisted  on  all  the  windows  and  angles  of  the 
building  of  the  direction,  this  building  was  not  respected.  Five  bullets  of  a  precision  arm 
were  directed  to  the  windows  only,  and  while  Mr.  Brun  was  closing  the  shutters  of  one  of 
them  he  was  very  seriously  wounded  in  his  right  hand. 

Without  hesitation  and  without  a  deliberated  purpose  we  can  say  that  the  bullet  which  so 
unfortunately  wounded  Mr.  Brun  proceeded  from  one  of  the  arms  of  the  soldiers  of  the 
Qovemment.  The  guerrilla  which  executed  this  sad  deed  was  commanded  by  Eleazar 
Montiel,  which  affirmation  I  am  in  a  position  to  make,  because  when  1  went  to  look  for  a 
physician,  almost  immediately  after  the  misfortune,  the  first  .and  only  known  person  I  saw 
was  Montiel.  When  I  went  out  the  second  time,  1  found  his  lieutenants,  Beliais  and  Jos^ 
Acosta,  with  him.  To  make  the  first  cure  of  Mr.  Brun,  it  was  necessary  to  wait  a  mcment 
for  the  arrival  of  the  physicians.  Mr.  Brun  sustained  then  a  very  painful  and  long  opera- 
tion and  the  doctor  did  not  conceal  from  us  that  his  state  was  a  serious  one. 

Mr.  Peysselon  completes  his  statement  in  the  following  terms: 

Steps  were  taken  inmiediately  near  the  generals  and  the  legal  authorities  to  obtain  the 
transportation  of  Mr.  Brun  to  Maracaibo  on  the  steamer  Progretto.  These  steps  had  no 
result. 

At  2  o^clock  in  the  afternoon  the  troops  were  masters  of  Santa  Bdrbara.  On  Monday 
morning  Generals  Eleazar  Montiel  and  Zuleta  set  out  toward  Santa  Cruz  with  100  men  to 
retake  from  the  insurgents  our  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara.  Several  forces  took  part  with  them 
in  the  expedition  of  Tuesday.  Our  steamer,  which  the  revolutionaries  had  led  going  up  the 
Escalante  to  beyond  Santa  Cruz,  amidst  numerous  risks  which  that  waterway,  unnavigable 
in  that  part,  offered,  was  recovered  on  Wednesday  by  the  troops  of  the  Government  and 
brought  back  to  Santa  B&rbara,  towed  by  barks,  as  the  revolutionaries  had  taken  away  the 
bearings  and  cushions  of  the  axle  in  order  to  inmiobilize  her. 
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By  order  of  the  legal  authorities  our  shop  immediately  made  the  neceasary  pieces  and  within 
a  few  days  put  the  steamer  in  navigating  order. 

On  Thuiisday  morning  at  10  o'clock  our  director,  Mr.  Brun,  who  was  a  little  better,  was 
embalmed  on  the  ProgreWf  bound  for  Maracaibo,  and  died  on  board  at  8.45  p.  m.  on  account 
of  his  wound  having  gangrened. 

Such  was  the  information  which  the  agent  Peysselon  transmitted 
to  .his  company  while  the  events  above  narrated  took  place,  aflBrming, 
without  hesitation  and  without  a  deliberated  purpose,  that  the  bullet 
which  wounded  Mr.  Brun  had  been  intentionally  directed  by  one  of 
the  soldiers  of  the  Government,  under  the  orders  of  Gen.  Eleazar 
Montiel. 

Let  us  now  see  which  was  the  declaration  made  by  the  same  Mr. 
Peysselon  before  the  consul  of  France  at  Maracaibo  on  the  19th  of 
May,  1898,  regarding  the  events  of  the  8th  of  May.     It  is  as  follows: 

On  Sunday,  the  8th,  the  legal  troops  carried  on  the  steamer  Progreso  arrived  at  12.30  at  the 
village.  Under  these  circumstances  we  must  foresee  a  battle  in  the  streets.  This  foresight 
advised  us  to  immediately  shut  all  the  doors  and  windows  of  our  dwelling  house.  TVliile  I 
was  closing  a  window  overlooking  the  square,  Mr.  Brun  was  closing  that  of  his  room,  which 
overlooked  the  Santo  Domingo  street.  At  the  same  moment  the  musket  firing  began  in  that 
street,  the  window  was  closed  already,  but  Mr.  Brun  had  not  yet  had  time  enough  to  remove 
his  hand  from  the  lock,  when  a  bullet  of  a  precision  arm  pierced  the  window  through,  twisted 
the  lock  in  an  extraordinary  way,  and  pierced  his  hand  through  and  through,  throwing  the 
chips  on  his  breast. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Crini^re,  who  inhabit  the  house  of  the  direction,  assisted  Mr.  Brun  in  this  sad 
circumstance.  On  my  part  I  immediately  went  out  to  the  sqiuire  to  have  a  physician  called, 
met  with  twenty  armed  men  of  the  Government,  and  the  only  person  known  to  me  to  whom 
I  could  apply  was  Gen.  Eleazar  Montiel,  the  chief  of  the  force.  As  the  doctor  had  not 
arrived,  I  went  out  for  a  second  time  and  saw  the  same  General  Montiel,  with  Beliais  and 
Acosta,  his  lieutenants,  and  another  guerrilla  of  the  Government.  Then ,  when  the  first  panic 
was  over,  Drs.  P.  Rosales  and  T.  Cohen  could  be  called  and  immediately  came  to  assist  our 
friend. 

To  complete  my  declaration,  I  address  you  a  copy  of  the  information  presented  by  Doctor 
Cohen,  the  physician  of  the  company,  who  assisted  Mr.  Brun  until  his  death.  I  must  add 
that  since  the  morning  we  had  heard  the  dull  noise  of  a  distant  musket  firing;  that  in  view 
of  the  situation  prudence  advised  us  to  hoist  the  French  flag  on  all  the  fronts  of  the  house, 
which  we  did  at  about  10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  when  the  public  rumor  annoimced  that  the 
Progreso  was  sailing  up  the  river  with  Government  troops.  In  spite  of  our  three  colors,  you 
see  it  well,  Monsieur  le  Consul,  our  house  was  not  respected  and  five  bullets  were  shot  on  our 
windows.  Mr.  Brun  remained  at  Santa  Barbara  until  the  first  occasion  that  presented  itself 
for  him  to  come  down  to  Maracaibo.  He  was  embarked  on  Sunday  at  about  10  with  the  great- 
est attention,  and  his  state  did  not  permit  us  to  foresee  so  fatal  and  prompt  an  end. 

The  bookkeeper  of  the  company,  M.  A.  Crinifere,  declares,  before 
the  same  consul  of  France,  at  Maracaibo,  in  the  following  words: 

In  the  morning  of  Sunday,  the  8th  of  May,  fearing  a  serious  encounter  of  the  two  parties, 
we  hoisted  at  about  10  o'clock  on  the  house  of  the  direction  flags  with  oiur  French  colors, 
two  on  the  windows  of  the  hall  overlooking  the  square,  which  were  hoisted  by  Mr.  Brun 
himself,  helped  by  Miguel  Labarca,  and  two  others  which  were  hoisted  by  me,  a  very  large 
one  in  Santo  Domingo  street.  It  toas  through  this  street  that  the  Government  forces  fianked 
the  village,  and  the  room  in  which  Mr.  Brun  was  wounded  whiU  closing  a  window  overlooked 
this  street.  The  fifth  flag  was  placed  by  the  same  Labarca  on  the  entrance  barrier  overlook- 
ing the  road 
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We  were  intranquil  because  we  did  not  see  or  hear  anything,  when  at  half  past  twelve  it  was 
known  that  the  steamer  Progreso  was  at  the  entrance  of  Santa  B&rbaxa.  A  great  move- 
ment took  place  and  a  white  flag  was  seen  at  the  station,  which  tranqailized  tts  a  little,  as  we 
thought  that  the  two  parties  would  make  terms.  Unfortunately  it  did  not  happen  so,  and 
a  strong  volley  broke  out  at  that  moment  in  Santo  Domingo  street.  It  was  that  the 
soldiers  sent  from  Maracaibo  arriving  by  the  bottom  of  the  viUage  attacked  the  force*  of 
Generals  Figuera  and  Pozo  in  rear.  Immediately  Messrs.  Brun,  Peysselon,  and  myself  ran 
in  order  to  protect  ourseleves  from  the  bullets  to  close  doors  and  windows.  I  had  already 
heard  behind  me  as  the  noise  produced  by  the  fall  of  gravel.  It  was  a  bullet  that  had  pierced 
through  the  window  of  the  hall,  on  which  there  were  two  flags  and  which  overlooked  the 
square;  almost  at  the  same  moment  I  heard  Mr.  Brun  cry,  "Ah!  I  am  wounded."  We  aU 
ran  to  help  him  and  saw  his  ri^t  hand  horribly  mutilated  by  a  bullet.  This  happened  in  one 
instant.  We  furnished  the  first  attentions  that  so  serious  a  wound  required  and,  the  musket 
firing,  being  over  Mr.  Peysselon  ran  in  search  of  a  phjrsician.  I  followed  him  in  search  of 
water  and  saw  soldiers  of  the  Government  keeping  the  entrance  of  the  house  of  the  direction 
which  overlooked  the  road  and  the  French  flag  floating  over  their  heads,  which  did  not 
prevent  them  from  preparing  to  fire  at  us,  and  fortunately  Mr.  Peysselon  had  presence  of  mind 
enough  to  cr}'^  "French  company,"  which  was  sufficient  to  prevent  that  they  should  carry 
out  their  purpose,  and  then  Mr.  Peysselon  went  out. 

In  view  of  the  manner  in  which  the  two  presential  witnesses,  who 
were  high  employees  of  the  company,  relate  the  events  of  the  8th  of 
Mcj  and  the  manner  in  which  the  woimd  of  Mr.  Bruia  took  place, 
the  affirmation  of  Mr.  Peysselon  that  the  buUet  which  caused  the 
wound  of  Mr.  Bnm  was  intentionally  directed  against  the  window 
where  the  latter  was,  can  only  be  considered  as  entirely  groundless 
and  precisely  suggested  hy  the  deliberate  purpose  to  attribute  a  mis- 
chievous intention  to  a  merely  accidental  act.  The  declaration  of  the 
bookkeeper  of  the  company  that  on  hearing  the  musket  firing  in  the 
street  Monsieurs  Brun,  Peysselon,  and  himself  ran  to  close  the  doors 
and  windows  to  protect  themselves  from  the  bullets,  proves  to 
evidence  that  that  impulsive  movement  of  self-preservation,  the 
desire  of  protecting  themselves  from  the  manifest  danger  offered  by 
the  entrance  of  the  bullets  fired  in  ell  directions  by  the  forces  com- 
bating around  the  house,  was  precisely  the  origin  of  Mr.  Brunts  pres- 
ence at  the  fatal  point  and  moment  to  be  a  victim  of  the  deplorable 
accident  that  occasioned  the  wound  of  his  right  hand.  To  style  this 
event  as  murder  of  the  director  of  the  company  in  his  post  of  director 
in  his  own  house,  at  a  window  over  which  the  French  flag  was  floating, 
by  a  Venezuelan  soldier,  who  obeyed  orders  of  General  Montiel,  is 
to  pretend  to  entirely  disfigure  the  natural  and  frequent  accidents 
of  a  deed  of  arms,  to  convert  them,  as  it  has  been  attempted  in  the 
present  declaration,  in  a  characterized  proof  of  outrages  suffered  by 
French  citizens,  agents  of  the  company,  and  even  by  the  French  flag 
itself. 

The  very  circumstance  that  the  flag  was  pulled  down  and  dragged 
along  in  the  mud  at  the  moment  of  the  wound  of  Mr.  Brun,  as  is 
roundly  affirmed  by  the  president  of  the  company,  in  his  note  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  strongly  appealing  to  the  pro- 
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tection  of  France  in  favor  of  his  fellow-countrymen  and  of  the  French 
interests,  proves  to  be  a  mere  invention  destined  to  impress  the  mind 
of  a  high  French  officer  against-  the  Venezuelan  nation. 

Prom  the  documents  inserted  in  the  records  it  appears  that  Gen- 
eral Montiel  was  the  chief  of  the  forces  that  went  up  the  Escalante 
River  and  recovered  from  the  revolutionaries  the  steamer  Santa  Bar- 
bara, the  property  of  the  company,  which  he  brought  back  to  the  har- 
bor of  the  same  name;  that  the  day  after  his  return  he  put  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  company  the  steamer  Progreso  to  the  purpose  of  carrying 
Mr.  Brun  to  Maracaibo;  that  it  was  said  chief  who  approached  Afr. 
Peysselon  when  the  latter  went  out  from  the  house,  charging  him 
with  sending  for  a  physician  to  take  care  of  the  former;  that  Mr. 
Peysselon  durst  not  go  himself  in  search  of  the  physician,  but  returned 
to  the  house  to  wait  for  him;  that  seeing  that  the  physician  had  not 
arrived  he  went  out  again,  but  only  to  the  purpose  of  speaking  again 
to  General  Montiel,  returning  thereupon  to  the  house  and  waiting 
there  for  the  physicians  after  the  panic  of  the  first  moment  wes  over, 
and  as  a  complement  of  the  credit  which  the  position  and  affirmations 
of  Mr.  Peysselon  in  this  matter  must  deserve,  it  suffices  to  reproduce 
the  note  that  he  himself  addressed  on  the  12th  of  May,  1898,  three 
days  before  the  death  of  Mr.  Brun,  to  Gen.  Mamerto  D.  Gonz&lez,  the 
military  agent  of  General  G6mez  in  the  Santa  Bfixbara  district.  Said 
letter  runs  as  follows : 

Line  from  San  Cdrloa  to  Merida — Direction  of  the  ExploitcUion. 

L.  R.  No.  G58.]  CoMPAGNiE  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Fer  Venezueuens, 

Santa  Bdrhara,  May  12,  1898. 
Gen.  Mamebto  D.  Gonzalez. 

My  Dear  Sir:  As  the  agent  of  the  company  and  through  impediment  of  Mr.  Brun,  I  thank 
you  for  the  restoration  of  public  order  and  for  having  taken  the  necessary  steps  to  bring 
the  Sajiia  Bdrhara  steamer.  We  are  greatly  pleased  to  see  you  among  us  to  protect  our 
persons  and  interest.    I  am,  with  all  consideration,  your  respectful  ser\'ant. 

(Signed)  J.  B.  Peysselon, 

Inspector  of  the  Exploitation. 

The  Santa  Bdrhara  steamer  having  been  returned  to  the  company- 
through  the  action  of  the  force  of  the  constituted  Government,  that 
protected  the  interest  of  the  former,  as  expressed  by  the  thanksgiving 
note  above  inserted,  the  public  order  having  been  restored  by  the 
disappearance  of  the  insurrectional  guerrillas,  the  company  reestab- 
lished the  traflSc  on  its  railway  and  steamer's  lines  in  all  the  period 
of  the  subsequent  months  of  1898  and  in  the  first  months  of  1899  until 
the  20th  of  May,  with  the  result  shown  by  the  report  of  the  adminis- 
tration council  of  the  30th  of  May,  1901,  already  referred  to. 

In  the  month  of  May,  1899,  there  arose  the  revolutionary  move- 
ment denominated  '^Liberal  Restaurador,"  conducted  by  General 
Castro^  and  its  first  field  of  action  was  the  Cordillera  of  the  Andes, 
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the  local  movements  affecting  the  region  of  the  railway  from  Santa 
Barbara  to  La  Vigia.  It  was  then  that  the  President  of  the  State 
of  Zulia  took  possession  of  the  steamers  Santa  Bdrbara  and  Reliance, 
upon  notification  to  Mr.  Decleva,  who  acted  as  the  director  of  the 
exploitation.  This  fact  was  communicated  by  cable  to  the  direction 
of  the  company  in  Paris -on  the  12th  of  June,  1899,  and  on  the  22d 
of  the  same  month  the  agent  at  Maracaibo  transmitted  to  the  com- 
pany the  following  cablegram: 

President  will  not  pay  navigation  salaries  or  opposes  our  dismissing  our  peraoniiel. 
Receipts  none.  We  can  not  foresee  any  increase  of  income.  Steamer  Rdianee  out  of 
service.    Give  orders.     I'll  keep  firm. 

In  a  letter  dated  the  28th  of  May,  the  same  agent,  Decleva,  writes 
to  the  direction  the  following: 

In  effect  the  movement  increases.  The  region  of  the  Cordillera  and  particularly  the  zone 
interesting  us  is  greatly  alarmed.  It  is  said  that  the  revolution  will  not  propagat«  and  is 
the  result  of  merely  local  rivalries.  If  such  is  the  case,  the  evil  will  be  circumscribed  in  nar- 
row limits;  the  country  in  general  will  suffer  little,  but  we  shall  suffer  the  consequences — I 
mean  to  say  all  the  consequences  of  the  events.  1  am  informed  that  mules  coming  to  La 
Vigia  with  cai^o  have  been  taken  by  the  revolutionists,  that  hundreds  of  others  have  taken  a 
different  direction  in  order  to  escape  from  the  revolutionary  bands.  Such  facts,  the  narra- 
tive of  which  spreads  from  village  to  village,  are  not  proper  to  encourage  transportation,  as 
you  will  well  judge.  Many  days  will  pass  so,  supposing  the  movement  is  of  a  short  duration, 
before  those  people  will  have  recovered  confidence  and  send  us  their  merchandise. 

In  the  bill  which  I  intend  to  present  to  the  Government  (I  have  already  prepared  it  for 
the  requisition  of  the  month  of  March)  it  is  my  purpose  to  chaige,  besides  the  expense  occai- 
sioned  by  the  immobilization  of  our  steamer,  the  damage  caused  to  our  tragie;  hut  u^uU  a 
small  and  prdblemcUic  reward  ! 

By  the  correspondence  of  the  agent,  Decleva,  the  following  facts  are 
evidenced:  That  he  agreed  with  the  President  of  the  State  of  Zulia 
that  that  Government  would  undertake  to  prepare  and  put  in  serving 
order  the  steamer  Reliance  and  that,  regarding  the  Santa  Bdrbara^ 
Decleva  would  give  the  order  that  it  might  be  brought  to  Maracaibo 
without  delay  and  without  waiting  for  any  cargo;  that  he  delivered, 
purely  and  simply,  the  steamer  Reliance,  the  treasury  of  the  State  under- 
taking to  pay  the  engineer,  helmsman,  fireman,  wood,  oil,  and  lamps ; 
that  he  wrote  an  order  to  Captain  Faria  to  the  effect  of  bringing  the 
Santa  Bdrbara  steamer,  availing  himself  of  all  the  circumstances  per- 
mitting him,  without  delaying  the  departure  of  the  steamer,  to  ship 
the  whole  or  part  of  the  cargo,  so  as  not  to  lose  the  voyage;  that  he  was 
permitted  to  embark  on  board  the  Santa  Bdrbara,  bound  for  San  C&r- 
los  del  Zulia,  with  the  purpose  of  giving  the  necessary  orders  for  the 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  company,  afiirming,  in  a  letter  dated 
the  29th  of  May,  that  perhaps  there  was  no  danger  for  the  employees  on 
the  line,  and  that  the  orders  he  might  give  from  Maracaibo,  under  the 
influence  of  contrary  information,  might  result  in  producing  disorder 
among  the  personnel;  that  it  appeared  from  the  information  received 
from  the  line  that  everything  wa^  in  peace  and  order  on  the  7ih  of  June, 
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1899;  that  La  Vigia  was  placed  under  the  watch  of  an  mspector,  the 
Venezuelan  LomonacO;  commissioner  of  the  Government,  near  the  com- 
pany, who  at  the  same  time  was  a  colonel,  commanding  15  armed  men; 
that  until  the  9th  of  June  the  Government  had  furnished  only  7  loads 
of  wood,  as  far  as  the  navigation  was  concerned;  and  regarding  the 
Reliance  Decleva  said: 

You  know  that  I  have  been  able  to  disburden  myself  of  all  the  service  and  mainte- 
nance expense.  The  president  complains  that  the  small  steamer  costs  him  too  much.  I 
have  smiled  and  changed  the  conversation. 

The  correspondence  of  Mr.  Decleva,  in  a  letter  of  the  18th  of  June, 
1899,  goes  on  as  follows: 

I  have  returned  after  a  voyage  without  incidents.  At  Santa  B&rbara,  at  La  Vigia,  on  the 
line,  everything  is  quiet.  The  line  is  in  good  condition  and  the  material  complete.  All  our 
engines  have  entered  the  shop,  even  that  of  the  ballast  works  that  I  had  set  on  service,  and 
thai  I  had  to  keep  hy  order  of  the  civil  and  mUitftry  authority. 

The  traffic  continues  to  he  none.  It  is  now  more  than  twenty  days  that  not  one  load  is 
arrived;  our  engines  only  run  on  the  account  of  the  Oovemment 

Regarding  the  navigation,  you  know  that  I  have  been  able  to  obtain  that  the  Government 
provides  the  fuel  and  the  food  on  board. 

I  shall  be  compelled,  gentlemen,  to  ask  in  July /or  a  remittance  of  funds.  I  would  not  like 
to  alarm  you,  but  I  can  not  give  you  a  hope  that  I  do  not  possess  myself — the  hope  of  under- 
taking the  transactions  again. 

The  revolution  seems  to  be  spreading  itself  and  increasing  every  day. 

Our  exploitation  has  gone  through  other  crises  and  revolutions,  the  political  and  financial 
consequences  of  which  might  imperil  the  most  important  interests  and  even  the  existence  of 
this  country y  but  the  exploitation  had  never,  on  any  occasion,  been  so  directly  and  radically 
affected. 

A  letter  of  the  22d  of  June  says: 

In  view  of  the  daily  loss  that  we  are  sustaining,  the  imminent  deficit  of  our  resources  and  the 
difficulties  of  a  situation  which  complicates  itself  more  and  more  and  seems  to  be  prolonging 
itself  farther  and  farther,  I  have  desired,  as  I  informed  you  in  a  previous  letter,  to  reduce  our 
expense  as  much  as  possible.  The  dismissal  of  the  navigation  personnel  from  the  moment 
the  Government  was  not  willing  to  take  chai^ge  of  it  presented  itself  to  me  as  a  mighty  and 
immediate  measure.  You  know  that  the  Government  opposed  this  project.  Not  knowing 
what  our  strict  right  is,  what  our  absolute  right  in  the  matter  is,  I  have  vainly  endeavored 
to  illustrate  myself  with  the  copy  of  the  concession  which  I  have  in  my  possession.  I  have 
not  been  willing  to  take,  on  my  own  account  only,  a  decision,  and  thus  engage  you  in  an 
affair  the  solution  of  which  did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  entirely  certain. 

All  the  subsequent  correspondence  of  the  agent,  Decleva,  with  the 
direction  of  the  company  confines  itself  to  the  discussion  with  the 
President  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  on  account  of  the  elimination,  which 
the  former  thought  convenient,  of  the  personnel  of  the  steamers,  to 
introduce  economies  in  the  expense  of  the  company,  in  which  dis- 
cussion there  interfered  the  consular  agent  of  France  at  Maracaibo, 
Mr.  d'Empaire,  and  the  vice-consul  at  Caracas,  Mr.  Qui^vreux,  who, 
on  that  account,  sent  to  Mr.  d'Empaire  the  following  telegram: 

President  of  the  Republic  communicates  me  a  dispatch  according  to  which  the  agent  of  the 
French  company  does  not  render  the  tasJc  of  (he  Oovemment  easy  in  the  difficult  moments  the 
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laUer  goes  through.  I  request  you  to  endeavor  without  delay  to  obtain  in  niy  name  that 
the  du«ctor  of  the  company  cooperates  as  far  as  it  may  be  possible  in  the  restoration  of  order, 
thus  avoiding  disagreeahle  incidents. 

In  the  absence  of  a  reply  from  the  direction  of  the  company  in  Paris 
to  the  cablegrams  sent  to  it  by  its  agent  asking  for  instructions  to  de- 
cide as  to  his  persisting  in  the  position  he  had  taken,  Decleva  con- 
strued this  silence,  according  to  his  letter  of  the  1st  of  July,  1899,  as 
follows: 

I  do  not  know,  I  regret,  your  projects,  your  purposes.  You  may  have  a  secret  one  whidi 
you  hatv  not  told  me,  which  you  have  no  reason  to  tell  me,  which  you  pursue  without  me,  as  it 
were,  and  of  which  the  orders  I  receive  are  the  consequence. 

If  such  is  the  case,  I  must  obey  your  instructions  at  all  events.  But  if,  on  the  contrary, 
it  is  your  intention  to  carry  things  onZy  to  the  limit  that  is  prudent  in  view  of  the  future  inter- 
ests  of  the  company,  my  passive  obedience  would  prove  to  be  a  blindness.  You  do  not  ask 
for  my  opinion.  It  does  not  appear  that  you  are  willing  to  leave  the  decision  of  the  situation 
to  me.  Your  orders  are  peremptory,  precise,  categorical;  hence  my  embarrassment.  What 
has  the  appearance  of  a  contradiction  is  only,  in  reality,  an  exceeding  care  in  serving  you, 
carrying  out  your  intentions. 

And  in  the  letter  immediately  following,  of  the  3d  of  July,  it  is  said : 

I  recur  to  what  I  told  you  yesterday.  You  may  be  pursuing  a  purpose  unknown  to  me, 
a  purpose  which  only  the  resistance  opposed  here  by  your  directws  to  the  requisitions  of  the 
Grovemment  can  prepare. 

And  could  I  act  against  that  purpose  \  No ;  my  conscience  prohibits  me  to  do  so ;  my  duty, 
the  devotion  I  owe  to  your  interests,  everything  commands  me  to  obey  you. 

To  this  discussion  occasioned  by  salaries  of  the  personnel  of  the 
steamers,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  2,300  bolivars  monthly,  an  end  was 
put  by  the  following  telegram  from  the  direction  in  Paris,  dated  the 
4th  of  July: 

No  act  of  hostility;  of  the  salaries  pay  what  you  can  out  of  what  you  may  have.  It  is  well 
understood  that  the  Government  will  pay  all  the  other  expense, and  previously  acknowledge 
its  former  and  present  debts.    Here  we  Jiave  exhausted  all  the  resources. 

The  foregoing  decision  and  the  request  to  acknowledge  the  accounts 
having  been  communicated  to  the  President  of  the  State  by  the  agent 
of  the  company,  the  President  submitted  said  approval  to  the  National 
Government,  for  such  was  incumbent  upon  it.  Owing  to  this  reply, 
Mr.  Decleva  consulted  the  direction  as  to  whether  he  could  proceed 
to  Caracas  with  the  purpose  of  presenting  these  accounts,  and  was 
answered  by  cable  on  the  5th  of  the  same  month : 

It  is  not  possible  that  you  should  leave  Maracaibo  for  Caracas.  Mr.  Simon  will  stop  there 
in  his  next  voyage. 

According  to  a  telegram  from  the  consular  agent  of  France  at  Mara- 
caibo, dated  the  13th  of  August,  and  addressed  to  the  French  consul, 
the  Government  had  reestablished  traffic  and  intended  to  return  the 
steamers  of  the  company,  but  revolutionaries  having  reappeared  at 
Tovar  and  M6rida,  precisely  in  the  line  of  exploitation,  the  French 
company  had  to  wait  for  the  result  of  the  further  operations  before  the 
restitution  could  take  place. 
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In  a  letter  dated  the  23d  of  August  of  the  same  year,  the  deputy 
administrator  of  the  company  in  Paris  informs  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  that  the  steamer  Reliance  had  been  returned  to  them,  as  he  had 
abeady  been  notified,  with  its  axle  broken  and  the  propeller  lost;  that 
the  steamer  Santa  Barbara  remained  in  the  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  State  of  Zulia;  that  the  railway  continued  to  be  in  the  same 
condition,  without  having  as  yet  a  free  traffic;  that  no  payment  had  been 
made  by  the  Venezuelan  authorities,  and  that  its  director,  Mr.  Gustavo 
Simon,  would  leave  on  the  26th  of  August  for  Venezuela  with  instruc- 
tions to  go  to  Caracas. 

On  the  15th  of  September  of  the  same  year,  said  director,  on  his 
arrival  at  Caracas,  asked,  through  the  vice-consul  of  France,  for  an 
audience  from  the  minister  of  finance,  which  was  granted  him  imme- 
diately for  the  next  day.  In  this  audience  Mr.  Simon  asked  the 
National  Government /or  a  settlement  of  a/xounts  or  a  part  payment,  in 
order  to  he  able  to  proceed  on  the  exploitation  of  the  enterprise.  Minister 
Olavarria  answered  that  there  was  no  money  in  the  safe  of  ihe  treasury 
and  that  he  could  not  foresee  when  he  could  have  funds,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  was  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  give  satisfaction  or  to  make 
any  promise  for  the  future,  however  small  the  sum  might  be. 

In  the  statement  addressed  on  the  10th  of  October  of  the  same  year 
to  the  President  of  the  Republic,  then  Gen.  Ignacio  Andrade,  by  the 
same  director,  Gustavo  Simon,  setting  down  the  motives  why  he  had 
determined  to  suspend  the  exploitation  of  the  railway  from  Santa 
B&rbara  to  La  Vigia,  the  following  facts  are  made  to  appear: 

That  in  September,  1899,  there  was  a  moment  of  peace,  and  some  receipts  were  obtained, 
but  that  the  revolution  reappeared  on  the  £7th  of  September ^  and  thencefoncard  the  traffic  was 
paralyzed  and  Maracaibo  ineommunicated  with  Santa  Bdrbara;  that  meanwhile  the  Govern- 
ment did  nothing  to  free  the  company  from  the  revolutionaries  and  enable  it  to  proceed  on 
the  exploitation;  that  it  had  remained  mthout  one  cent  in  its  safe,  vnth  all  the  expense  m 
force  and  mthout  any  income;  that  in  Paris  the  coupons  of  the  5  per  cent  Venezuelan  loan 
of  1886  had  not  been  paid,  although  due  on  the  1st  of  July,  1898;  that  its  claims  presented  to 
the  Government  for  damage  and  prejudice  had  not  been  satisfied,  and  that  the  circumstance 
to  be  most  regretted  was  that  they  had  not  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  the  Government  the 
payment  of  the  accounts  for  freight,  money  lent,  sundry  effects  furnished,  etc.,  which 
amounted  on  the  30th  of  September,  1899,  to  200,000  bolivars,  as  there  existed  arrears  from 
the  year  1884,  and  that  on  the  3d  of  October  the  President  of  the  State  of  Zulia  had  asked  the 
company  for  the  Santa  Bdrbara  steamer  to  carry  a  commission  to  Encontrados  and  had  not 
been  able  to  pay  for  two  piles  of  wood  available  on  board  and  a  sum  of  300  bolivars  on  account 
of  the  traveling  expense,  as  it  had  promised  to  do. 

In  virtue  of  the  facts  above  narrated,  the  director  of  the  company 
concluded  his  statement  to  the  President  of  the  Republic  with  the 
following  declaration: 

First.  There  is  no  possibility  of  realizing  any  revenue  in  the  exploitation  of  the  line,  as  the 
revolutionaries  are  masters  of  it,  and  until  this  date,  the  1st  of  October,  there  is  no  hope  that 
the  Government  may  recover  that  place. 

Second.  The  Government  of  Venezuela  can  not  pay  the  company  any  of  its  debts,  or  even 
the  least  sum,  or  any  sum  by  installments. 
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Tliird.  The  company  has  no  longer  any  resoureUy  as  they  have  aU  been  exhaueted,  and  it  hap 
sent  all  its  money  from  Paris  to  meet  the  expense  of  its  line,  vjhUe  there  vxis  no  revenue  on 
account  of  frequent  revolutions. 

The  company,  considering  that  this  state  of  things  has  caused  it  enormous  prejudice  and 
amage  and  that,  if  it  continues  to  make  the  expense  in  course,  it  will  directly  go  to  bank- 
ruptcy, it  is  compelled  through  main  force  to  suspend  the  exploitation  cfits  lijie  and  its  steamer 
Santa  Bdrbara  until  an  arrangement  has  been  entered  into  with  the  National  Government 
of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela,  and  declares  that,  in  the  meantime,  whether  the  nailway 
is  or  not  in  the  hands  of  the  revolutionaries,  said  Government  is  responsible  for  all  damage, 
prejudice,  faults,  deteriorations  that  may  be  caused  to  the  rolling  stock,  the  permanent 
way,  the  stores  in  the  warehouse — in  short,  to  all  the  goods  representing  the  capital  of  the 
company. 

It  is  well  understood  that  the  company  does  not,  however^  abandon  its  rights  to  the  conces- 
sion of  said  railuxiy. 

The  foregoing  statement  was  addressed  in  like  terms  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  State  of  Zulia  and  to  the  minister  of  public  works. 

The  President  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  in  acknowledging  to  the  con- 
sular agent  of  France  the  receipt  of  the  foregoing  statement,  thought 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  tell  him  that  whenever,  owing  to  the  necessities  of 
war,  it  had  been  necessary  to  make  use  of  the  Santa  Bdrbara  steamer, 
whether  to  mobilize  troops  or  to  avoid  that  the  enemies  should  take 
possession  of  it,  the  Government  had  always  furnished  the  fuel  as  well 
/  as  the  provisions  and  the  salary  of  the  employees  and  marines,  when 
the  direction  had  required  it,  and  made  several  repairs  on  the  steamer, 
which  was  in  a  very  bad  condition.  He  says  in  conclusion  that,  as 
soon  as  the  reasons  which  compelled  the  Grovemment  to  retain  said 
steamer  had  ceased,  he  would  notify  the  consular  agent  that  it  might 
be  received  by  the  person  in  charge  of  receiving  it. 

From  the  document  appearing  as  subscribed  and  dated  in  Curasao 
on  the  22d  of  October,  1899,  by  Mr.  Simon,  and  certified  as  correct  by 
the  deputy  administrator,  M.  Reynaud,  it  is  apparent  that  all  the 
archives  and  printed  papers  of  the  company  had  been  closed  into 
boxes,with  a  detailed  inventory,  and  delivered  to  Mr.  d'Empaire;  that 
all  the  personnel  of  the  steamer  had  been  dismissed.  Captain  Matos 
having  made  the  inventory  of  the  Santa  Bdrbara  steamer,  together 
with  the  mechanical  engineer  and  the  bookkeeper;  that  the  company 
had  the  following  advertisement  published  in  the  papers  El  Fondffrafoj 
El  Avisador,  and  La  Compania  Francesa. 

The'  Compagnie  Fran^aise  de  Chemins  de  Far  V^n^u^liens  has  the  regret  of  informing  the 
public  and  commerce  that  on  account  of  farce  majeure  it  suspends  the  exploitation  of  its  line 
and  its  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara. 

The  lack  of  income  during  more  than  four  years,  the  revolutions,  and  the  nonpayment  by 
the  Government  of  its  debts  to  the  company  are  the  motives  inducing  the  company  to  ask 
for  an  arrangement  vnth  the  National  Government  before  continuing  its  exploitation. 

It  is  apparent  that  from  the  27ih  of  September  the  railway  line  is  in  the  hands  of  the  revolu- 
ionaries  and  that  up  to  this  date,  the  12ih  ofOctcherj  there  is  no  hope  that  the  Grovemment  may 
recover  this  plac<'. 

The  director  of  the  exploitation,  E.  Simons. 
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At  the  end  of  this  document  Mr.  Simon  expresses  the  hope,  that 
everything  might  be  settled  before  the  close  of  the  month,  because  he 
had  just  been  advised  that  the  President  of  the  Republic  of  Venezuela 
had  resigned  and  left  Caracas  on  a  ship  of  war  for  an  unknown 
destination. 

In  a  communication  addressed  by  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of 
France  to  Mr.  Qui^vreux,  vice-consul  in  Caracas,  Mr.  d'Empaire,  the 
consular  agent  in  Maracaibo,  appears  vested  with  the  commission  of 
watching  and  stating  the  state  in  which  the  goods  of  the  company 
were. 

The  steamer  Santa  Barbara  was  returned  to  the  company  on  its 
return  to  Maracaibo  after  the  expedition  made  on  it  by  President 
Andrade,  in  which  voyage  it  sustained  a  damage  in  one  of  the  wheels. 
Mr.  Glennie  was  appointed  overseer  of  the  seals,  and  Mr.  Aiguillon, 
late  chief  engineer  of  the  Santa  Bdrbara,  keeper  of  the  maritime  mate- 
rial. Mr.  d'Empaire  received  from  the  director  of  the  company  a 
sufficient  sum  to  pay  for  the  furniture,  rent,  and  the  salaries  of  the 
agents  Glennie  and  Aiguillon  and  of  the  one  at  Caracas,  during  six 
months  from  the  1st  of  December,  1899. 

In  the  fight  that  took  place  in  the  harbor  of  Maracaibo  in  the  month 
of  November,  1899,  between  revolutionary  nationalist  forces  and 
those  of  the  Grovemment  of  General  Castro,  the  steamer  San  Carlos 
y  Merida,  at  anchor  in  the  harbor,  sustained,  on  account  of  bullets, 
damages  that  caused  it  to  sink,  and  the  steamer  Santa  Barbara  also 
suffered  deteriorations  on  its  top  part.  Such  appears  from  the  testi- 
monial investigation  carried  out  by  the  consular  agent  of  France  at 
Maracaibo  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Arguillon.  The  witnesses,  Edmond 
Hainel,  Antonio  Martinez  Peiia,  and  Jos6  Vincente  Gonz&lez  declare 
that  the  steamer  San  Cdrlos  y  Merida,  at  anchor  opposite  the  stores 
of  Rafael  Morales  and  McGregor  &  Co.,  had  wrecked  in  the  night  and 
day  of  the  1st  and  2d  of  December,  1899,  on  account  of  the  bullets 
received  in  its  hull  on  the  port  and  starboard  sides  dxiriug  the  fight 
and  the  fire  between  the  forces  of  Gen.  Cipriano  Castro  (Maracaibo 
side)  and  the  forces  of  Gen.  Jos6  Manuel  Hernandez  (Los  Haticos  side). 

The  damages  sustained  on  its  sides  were  so  numerous,  that  the  afore- 
said steamer  sunk  at  4  p.  m.  on  the  2d  of  December,  1899. 

The  consular  agent,  Mr.  d'Empaire,  ordered  the  appointment  of 
experts  to  estimate  the  damages  sustained  by  the  steamer  Santa 
Barbara  dxiriug  the  time  it  was  at  the  service  of  the  State,  to  which 
purpose  Messrs.  Eugenio  Kreutzer,  a  French  mechanic  domiciled  in 
that  town,  and  Manuel  Maria  Loto,  a  captain  in  the  Venezuelan  navy, 
commander  of  the  Venezuelan  steamer  Progreso.  Said  experts — after 
having  examined  the  steamer  and  its  engines  and  considered  that  said 
vessel  has  been  kept,  from  the  last  days  of  May  of  the  preceding  year 
until  the  first  days  oi  November,  constantly  in  motion  under  pressure. 
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without  giving  time  to  make  any  repairs  on  it  or  repaint  it,  which  cir- 
cumstance increased  the  value  of  the  repairs  required;  that,  through 
a  constant  labor  the  engine  had  suffered  a  great  deal;  that  during  the 
last  voyage  it  made  in  the  river  Zulia,  at  the  service  of  the  Govern- 
ment, a  piece  of  timber  entirely  broke  one  of  its  wheels — valued  the 
damages  at  10,000  bolivars,  without  being  able  to  make  an  especial 
mention  as  to  the  state  of  the  hold  of  the  steamer  that  was  submerged. 

On  the  20th  of  January,  1900,  Mr.  d'Empaire  communicates  to  the 
direction  that  there  was  an  individual  that  desired  to  know  the  lowest 
price  of  the  little  steamer  Reliance^  with  a  view  to  seeing  whether  he 
could  buy  it,  and  that  he  thought  that  the  company  would  transact  a 
good  business,  if  it  succeeded  in  selling  it  for  any  price. 

On  the  9th  of  December,  1899,  Mr.  Simon  left  Venezuela  for  Havre. 

It  is  equally  apparent  that  the  company  posteriorly  disposed, 
according  to  its  own  declaration,  of  the  two  steamers,  Reliance  and 
Santa  Barbara y  for  the  sum  of  1,100  francs  the  former  and  10,000 
bolivars  the  latter. 

On  the  3d  of  February,  1900,  the  administration  of  the  company 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  President  of  the  Republic,  proposing  to  him 
the  reorganization  of  the  exploitation  of  the*  railway  and  maritime 
lines,  upon  the  delivery  which  the  Venezuelan  Government  was  to 
make  to  him  of  a  part  payment  of  at  least  300,000  francs  in  cash, 
calculated  on  the  sums  which  he  considered  were  owed  to  said  lines 
both  by  the  nation  and  the  States,  as  follows: 

(A)  A  sum  of  300,000  francs  for  reimbursement  of  transportation 
expense  and  requisitions  carried  out  by  order  of  the  authorities. 

(B)  A  sum  of  250,000  bolivars,  at  which  the  company  valued  the 
minimum  of  the  indemnity  which  the  authorities  were  owing  to  it  for 
the  material  reparation  of  the  damage  done  to  all  its  properties,  rail- 
way, steamers,  immovables,  material,  etc.,  during  the  last  campaign. 

(C)  A  sum  of  105,000  francs  monthly  from  the  1st  of  July,  1899,  as 
indemnity  for  the  losses  that  said  lines  had  sustained  from  that  date 
on  account  of  the  almost  absolute  suppression  of  the  traflSc  and  the 
immobilization  of  the  means  of  exploitation.  The  total  of  those 
monthly  debts  that  would  be  owed  to  them  on  the  1st  of  May,  1901, 
would  amount  to  1,  050,000  francs. 

The  true  motives  that  compelled  the  French  company  to  suspend 
the  exploitation  of  the  railway  line  and  of  the  steamer  Santa  Barbara^ 
as  appearing  explicitly  declared  by  the  director  of  the  company,  Mr. 
Simon,  in  his  statement  addressed  to  the  President  of  the  Repubhc,  on 
the  12th  of  October,  1899,  from  the  advertisements  published  in  dif- 
ferent newspapers  and  from  all  the  documents  of  this  claim,  were  only 
the  lack  of  resources  in  the  treasury  of  the  company,  of  funds  proceed- 
ing from  the  traffic,  owing  to  the  fact  that  this  had  ceased,  on  account 
of  the  revolutionary  events  which  recommenced  in  September  and 
continued  in  October  of  the  same  year.     The  company  exhftUQted  all 
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its  available  resources,  to  the  extent  of  being  forced  to  eliminate  the 
personnel  of  its  employees. 

The  requisitions  made  by  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia  con- 
cerning the  steamers  and  trains  of  the  company,  with  a  view  to  satis- 
fying the  necessities  of  the  public  service  and  restoring  order  consti- 
tute the  exercise  of  a  power  vested  in  the  authorities  of  a  State  with 
a  purpose  to  provide  for  the  security  of  lakes,  rivers,  and  ways  of  com- 
munication and  with  a  purpose  also  to  subtract  any  element  of  struggle 
from  the  revolutionary  action,  thus  cooperating  in  the  restoration  of 
order  and  the  consolidation  of  peace.  Those  requisitions  were  volun- 
tarily accepted  by  the  company,  as  it  was  by  its  contract  bound  to 
accept  them,  and  the  nature  of  its  business  and  its  own  advantage 
required  it  to  do  so.  They  could  only  give  rise  to  the  obligation,  on  the 
part  of  the  Venezuelan  authorities,  to  indemnify  the  company  for  the 
service  rendered  and  the  direct  damage  that  the  means  of  locomotion 
seized  might  sustain  dming  that  service,  through  motives  that  might 
be  attributed  to  the  especial  nature  of  the  same  services,  which  obliga- 
tion was  determined  and  valued  by  the  administration  council  of  the 
company  in  its  report  rendered  before  the  general  meeting  of  share- 
holders, inserting  it  in  the  balance  of  the  31st  of  December,  1901,  for  a 
sum  of  203,529.70  francs. 

The  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia  and  therefore  the  National 
Government  contracted  the  obligation  of  pajdng  to  the  company  the 
amount  of  those  accounts,  and  this  debt  has  never  been  denied  by  the 
constituted  authorities.  The  local  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia 
could  not  in  the  days  the  aforesaid  requisitions  took  place  nor  could 
the  minister  of  finance  at  Caracas  at  the  date  he  was  visited  by  Mr. 
Simon  make  any  part  payment  on  account  of  what  might  be  owed  to 
the  company.  This  impossibility  is  comprehensible  under  those  cir- 
cumstances, under  which  every  resource  was  consumed  by  the  impera- 
tive necessities  of  war,  and  both  the  National  Government  and  the 
government  of  the  State  of  Zulia  were  deprived  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  ordinary  revenue  on  account  of  the  same  disturbance  which 
deprived  the  company  of  the  proceeds  of  its  ordinal y  traffic  on  the  line. 

It  is  neither  just  nor  equitable,  therefore,  nor  is  it  based  on  any  law, 
that  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  because  it  could  not  pay  in 
moments  of  penury  of  its  revenues  the  sum  of  more  than  200,000 
bolivars  to  which  the  company  made  its  credit  amount,  and  of  which  it 
urgently  needed  to  continue  in  the  activity  of  its  transactions,  should 
be  responsible  for  the  sum  of  18,000,000  bolivars,  at  which  the  com- 
pany estimates  the  integral  value  of  its  capital  and  obligations  (bonds). 

When  a  debt  is  contracted  to  be  paid  in  cash,  it  is  a  imiversal  law 

that  the  nonpayment  thereof  in  due  time  only  constitutes  a  delay 

which  binds  the  debtor  to  pay  interest  at  the  rate  agreed  upon  or  at 

the  legal  rate,  this  when  Uquidated  accounts  or  debts  are  the  question. 

8.  Doc.  633,  59-1 26 
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The  larger  part  of  the  credit  that  the  company  pretended  to  collect 
in  the  month  of  September,  1899,  from  the  minister  of  finance  at 
Caracas,  requiring  from  him  a  part  payment,  proceeded  from  debts 
contracted  by  the  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia  and  approved  by 
its  legislature  in  previous  years,  but  the  company  at  no  time  thereto- 
fore had  endeavored  to  obtain  the  payment  of  those  accounts  from 
the  National  Grovemment,  nor  is  it  proved  that  the  steps  taken  near 
the  government  of  the  State  before  the  revolutionary  events  of  June 
and  July,  1890,  were  active. 

The  insistence  shown  by  the  company  in  those  moments,  placing 
the  government  of  the  State  in  the  alternative  of  delivering  a  sum 
which  it  had  not,  or  eliminating  the  personnel  of  its  steamers;  the 
silence  kept  by  the  direction  in  Paris  for  several  days,  leaving  its  agent 
at  Maracaibo  engaged  in  a  discussion  which  grew  more  and  more 
bitter  with  the  authority,  and,  finally,  the  violent  determination  taken 
by  Mr.  Simon  of  entirely  suspending  traffic,  dismissing  all  the 
employees  of  the  line  and  placing  under  seal  all  the  appurtenances 
thereof,  precisely  when  a  change  of  administration  and  the  victory  of 
the  revolutionary  arms  promised  the  prompt  pacification  of  the  country, 
only  show  the  deliberate  purpose  of  abandoning  the  enterprise, 
creating  a  situation  entirely  alienate  from  the  conditions  of  the 
original  contract,  and  only  tending  to  accumulate  difficulties,  present- 
ing to  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  as  a  previous  condition  for  the 
reestablishment  of  traffic,  new  and  more  exacting  claims,  as  well  as 
demands  of  money.  It  was,  therefore,  a  perfectly  voluntary  act,  due 
to  the  purely  financial  causes,  connected  with  the  state  of  insolvency 
in  which  the  company  had  been  for  some  years  past.  That  abandon- 
ment has  continued  since  the  suspension  of  the  exploitation  was 
determined  by  the  direction  of  the  company.  All  the  damages  that 
may  have  been  caused  by  that  abandonment  to  the  material  of  the 
line,  and  that,  it  is  natural,  must  have  been  very  considerable,  owing 
to  the  intemperature  in  which  it  has  remained  for  four  years  and  to 
the  want  of  all  care  on  the  part  of  its  owners,  only  affect  the  responsi- 
bility of  those  who  adopted  the  measure,  save  the  excuse  they  have 
adduced,  the  force  majeure  produced  by  the  exhaustion  of  means 
and  resources  to  continue  the  exploitation. 

The  .free  disposal  of  its  property  has  always  remained  within  the 
reach  of  the  company,  as  is  proved  by  the  circumstance  that  the  con- 
sular agent  of  France  at  Maracaibo  has  constantly  been  the  custodian 
thereof,  and  that  it  was  sealed  to  that  purpose. 

The  measure  projected  by  the  National  Government  in  March,  1901, 
of  making  an  inventory  of  the  line,  of  its  permanent  and  rolling  stock, 
and  of  the  vessels  and  other  appurtenances  which  the  construction 
company  had    abandoned,  as    appea^rs  from  the  same  resolution. 
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was  tried,  taking  into  consideration  the  official  capacity  of  Mr.  Julio 
d'  Empaire  and  his  commission  as  custodian  of  the  property  of  the 
company,  and  to  that  purpose  the  National  Government  intrusted 
said  agent  with  the  commission  of  attending  to  the  formation  of 
the  inventory  and  reporting,  with  the  remarks  he  might  think  perti- 
nent, about  the  actual  state  of  that  property. 

Mr.  d'Empaire  declined  the  commission,  stating  that  he  had  been 
officially  designed  to  take  care  of  the  material,  tools,  and  archives  of 
the  company,  which  proved  that  they  were  not  abandoned  and  that 
the  company  had  but  .suspended  the  exploitation. 

Mr.  d'Empaire  adds,  in  his  reply  to  the*  Government,  dated  the  26th 
of  March,  1901,  that,  whenever  he  has  to  apply  to  the  authorities, 
either  of  the  State  of  Zulia  or  of  that  of  M6rida,  in  his  capacity  of  in 
charge  of  taking  care  of  the  interests  of  the  company,  asking  for  the 
suppression  of  some  abuse  or  for  support  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, A€  has  always  been  answered  and  attended  to,  which  clearly  shows 
on  the  one  side  that  the  company  has  always  preserved  its  rights  to  the 
line  and  its  materialj  and  on  the  other  that  such  rights  have  at. all  times 
been  recognized  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela. 

In  view  of  this  reply,  the  Government  thought  it  advisable  to  leave 
things  in  the  same  state  they  were,  as  it  does  not  appear  that  it  has  in 
any  sense  attempted  to  interfere  with  the  determinations  of  the  com- 
pany regarding  the  free  disposal  or  maintenance  of  its  goods  on  the. 
railway  line. 

The  damage  those  goods  have  sustained,  according  to  the  technical 
report  presented  to  the  minister  of  pubUc  works  by  Drs.  Francisco 
Arroyo-Pare  jo  and  Eliodoro  Ocanto,  attorney-general  and  engineer, 
respectively,  at  the  orders  of  the  ministry,  is  due, 

"  besides  the  natural  causes  of  the  exposition  to  intemperature  and  the  weather,  to  the  very 
especial  one  that  the  company  did  not  carry  out  the  drawing  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
and  principles  ordered  by  science  in  enterprises  of  such  a  nature,  for  the  line  is  constructed 
on  lands  the  topographical  configuration  of  which  is  unfit  thereto," 

and  said  report  adds  that 

*'  if  it  is  certain  that  the  inundations  of  the  Chamas  River  have  cooperated  in  that  destruc- 
tion it  is  also  true  that  the  company  has  not  made  such  efforts  or  used  such  means  as 
were  necessary  to  prevent  the  damage." 

The  report  adds: 

Without  the  help  of  the  drains  cut  parallel  to  the  road  (during  the  construction)  in  order  to 
extract  therefrom  the  earth  necessary  for  the  embankments,  which  drains  will  always  be  the 
cause  of  the  destruction  of  the  line,  the  undermining  of  the  ground  would  not  have  taken  place, 
for  the  waters  proceeding  from  the  inundations  would  not  stagnate  on  each  side  of  the  plat- 
form, but  would  go  through  culverts  conveniently  situated,  following  the  natural  depres- 
sions of  the  ground,  to  be  lost  on  the  plains;  and  to  place  again  this  line  in  a  state  of  good 
service  it  is  necessary  either  to  make  the  Chamas  River  return  to  its  former  bed  or  to  stop 
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up  the  dnuDs  parallel  to  the  line,  raisiDg  the  level  of  the  line  with  good  materials,  and  to 
make  serious  repairs  to  the  rolling  stock,  which  is  almost  tantamount  to  renewing  it  in  its 
entirety. 

For  all  the  reasons  aforesaid  and  in  virtue  of  the  careful  examina- 
tion of  all  the  precedents  of  the  case  the  Government  of  Venezuela  can 
not  be  held  responsible  for  the  damage  that  the  ^  Tompagnie  Frangaise 
de  Chemins  de  Fer  V6n6zu6Uens"  may  have  sustained,  for  the  sus- 
pension of  the  exploitation  of  the  line  and  the  abandonment  in  which 
it  has  kept  its  property,  or  for  the  consequences  that  nature,  the 
weather,  and  the  bad  construction  of  the  works  may  have  produced  in 
its  concerns. 

Neither  can  this  commission  fix  the  amount  owed  by  the  Grovem- 
ment  of  Venezuela  to  the  above-mentioned  company  for  services 
rendered  by  its  railway  and  line  of  steamers,  for  those  accounts  have 
not  been  presented  or  been  the  object  of  any  examination  in  this 
commission. 

With  regard  to  the  damage  done  by  revolutionary  parties  on  the  line 
from  Santa  B&rbara  to  La  Vigia  during  the  time  it  was  occupied  by 
said  parties,  neither  this  fact  nor  the  responsibility  of  the  authorities 
then  constituted  in  the  State  of  Zulia  haS  been  proved. 

The  only  thing  that  has  been  proved  is  the  damage  sustained  by  the 
steamer  Santa  Bdrhara  while  at  the  service  of  the  government  of  the 
State  of  ZuUa,  which  damage  was  valued  at  the  siun  of  10,000  bolivars 
by  the  experts  appointed  by  the  consular  agent  of  France  at  Maracaibo. 

The  prejudice  caused  the  company  by  the  sinking  of  the  steamer 
San  Carlos  y  Merida,  which,  as  it  appears,  was  out  of  all  active  service 
since  long  before  and  which  was  not  apt  to  be  utilized,  does  not  affect 
the  responsibility  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  for  it  appears  from 
the  evidence  produced  that  the  sinking  took  place  on  account  of  the 
firing  exchanged  in  a  deed  of  arms,  and  is  therefore  recognized  in 
international  law  as  an  accident  inefficient  to  cause  any  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  the  constituted  authorities. 

It  is  my  opinion,  therefore,  that  the  company  is  entitled  to  an 
indemnity  of  10,000  bolivars  and  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  3  per 
cent  from  the  12th  of  October,  1899,  which  the  Government  of  Vene- 
zuela will  pay  for  deteriorations  of  the  steamer  Santa  Barbara 
while  at  its  service;  that  its  rights  must  be  reserved  to  it  to  obtain 
payment  of  the  accounts  for  freight,  transportation  of  troops,  and  the 
use  of  two  steamers  by  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia  duly 
formulated  and  proved  and  which,  as  expressed  in  the  balance  of  the 
31st  of  October,  1899,  amounted  on  that  date  to  the  sum  of  203,529.70 
francs  with  interest  thereon  from  the  respective  dates  at  which  they 
had  their  origin;  that  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  the  rights  and 
claims  must  also  be  reserved  which  may  pertain  to  it  for  the  suspension 
of  traffic,  the  abandonment  of  the  exploitation  and  ensuing  damage 
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caiised  to  the  line  through  lack  of  maintenance,  and  that  for  all  the 
rest  the  claim  presented  must  be  disallowed. 
Caracas,  August  28,  190S, 

NOTE  BY  THE  VENEZUELAN   COMMISSIONER. 

This  Opinion  was  presented  at  the  sitting  of  the  28th  of  August,  1903,  and  an  understanding 
was  not  arrived  at  with  the  French  arbitrator,  who  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  company 
must  be  allowed  the  sum  of  18,483,000  bolivars,  to  which  the  claim  amounted,  said  company 
abandoning  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela  the  railway  with  all.its  appurtenances  and  the 
concession.  The  two  commissioners  having  failed  to  agree,  this  claim  was  referred  to  the 
decision  of  the  umpire. 

OPOnOK  OF  THE  FRENCH  COMMISSIONEB. 

I  have  accorded  to  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads 
an  indemnity  of  18,483,000  bolivars,  considering  that  the  Venezuelan 
Government  is  responsible  for  the  ruin  of  the  company,  and  that  in 
equity  this  responsibility  carries  with  it  the  rescission  of  the  contract 
signed  between  the  company  and  the  Venezuelan  State. 

It  seems  to  me  beyond  doubt  that  the  Venezuelan  Government 
has  placed  the. company  in  the  necessity  of  ceasing  the  exploitation 
of  the  line  by  depriving  it  of  the  considerable  sums  which  it  owed  it 
from  the  fact  of  the  guaranty  and  from  the  fact  of  the  requisitions. 
.  According  to  the  contract  the  state  guaranteed  to  the  company 
the  7  per  cent  of  the  capital,  and  this  guaranty  was  to  be  paid  in 
hard  cash.  These  provisions  are  repeated  in  the  three  stages  which 
the  contract  in  question  has  passed  through. 

But  from  1888  to  1896  the  State  neglected  to  fulfill  the  obligations 
accepted  at  the  time  of  the  signing  of  this  bilateral  act.  It  did  not 
pay  a  centime  of  the  guaranty  promised  of  which  the  part  falling 
due  December  31,  1895,  represented  already  4,725,000  bolivars.  It 
is  not  surprising  that  the  company,  deprived  of  this  sum  upon  which 
it  had  the  right  to  count,  then  found  itself  in  embarrassment.  It  had 
made  all  sacrifices;  with  only  the  resources  of  its  credit,  it  had  already 
finished  the  line  provided  in  the  contract  and  assured  for  three  years 
the  regular  exploitation,  in  spite  of  inundations,  earthquakes,  and 
revolutions,  factors  equally  unforeseen  and  very  capable  of  bringing 
trouble  to  the  most  wisely  established  provisions.  It  was  natural 
that  it  should  have  reached  the  limit  of  its  resources  and  appealed 
for  the  support  which  the  State  ought  to  have  lent  it  a  long  time 
previous. 

It  is  this  moment  that  the  Government  of  Caracas  chose,  taking 
advantage  of  the  circumstances  which  itself  had  prepared,  to  impose 
a  treaty  ruinous  to  the  company,  obliged  to  pass  under  these  Caudine 
Forks.  ^    It  reduced  to  1,950,000  bolivars  the  total  amount  of  all  the 

o  Caudine  Forks  (Furcul»  Caudinae),  the  name  of  an  Italian  village  famous  in  Roman  his- 
tory on  account  of  the  disaster  which  there  befell  the  Roman  army  during  the  second  Samr 
nite  war.  in  321  B.  C. 
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claims  that  the  company  might  present,  as  well  from  the  point  of 
the  guaranty  as  from  any  other  point,  and  promised  2,500,000  boli- 
vars for  the  abandonment  in  the  future  of  every  right  of  guaranty. 
Then,  instead  of  pajdng  in  specie  these  promised  sums,  it  remitted 
them  in  bonds  which,  having  ceased  to  bear  interest,  are  to-day  no 
longer  negotiable,  so  that  certain  creditors  of  the  company,  whose 
borrowed  money  had,  instead  of  the  money  of  the  guaranty,  permit- 
ted the  finishing  of  the  construction  and  the  pursuit  of  the  exploita- 
tion, hold  these  depreciated  bonds,  which  are  only  in  their  hands 
a  lien  without  value. 

The  Venezuelan  State  has  then  found  the  means  to  free  itself  of 
its  contractual  obligations  without  opening  its  purse.  Not  only  did 
it  elude  in  this  way  the  clauses  of  the  contract  relative  to  the  guaranty 
in  reducing  the  latter  to  zero,  but  it  never  paid  the  numerous  requisi- 
tions for  which  at  different  times  the  company  had  sent  it  the  drafts. 

So  the  company,  deprived  of  the  millions  of  the  guaranty  and  of 
the  remuneration  of  the  services  rendered,  saw  itself  at  the  same  time 
dispossessed  of  its  rolling  stock,  employed  in  transporting  free  of 
charge  troops  and  military  equipments,  while  the  merchandise  lay 
in  the  storehouses  at  the  mercy  of  guerrillas,  while  its  personnel  was 
maltreated  or  imprisoned,  its  director  wounded  to  death,  its  boats 
requisitioned  or  destroyed,  its  real  estate  encroached  upon,  its  cash 
boxes  emptied. 

Is  it  not  evident  that  the  only  cause  of  the  arrest  of  the  exploitation 
was  the  situation  made  for  the  company  by  the  Government  itself, 
which  in  every  way  in  its  power  had  rendered  this  exploitation  impos- 
sible? 

Moreover,  the  more  time  passed  the  greater  the  increase  of  the 
debts  of  the  company  and. the  difficulty  for  it  to  resume  the  exploitar 
tion  of  the  line;  in  fact,  the  interest  on  the  simis  due  is  accumulating, 
its  idle  machinery  damaged,  the  track  is  going  down  from  the  fact 
of  the  inclemencies  of  the  climate  and  from  the  use  which  the  inhabit- 
ants are  making  of  it. 

In  these  conditions  it  would  not  be  an  equitable  solution  to  compel 
the  company  to  resume  the  exploitation  in  consideration  of  the  mere 
payment  by  the  State  for  the  ravages  and  requisitions.  It  is  only 
by  the  rescission  of  the  contract  that  equity  can  be  satisfied.  The 
Venezuelan  State  could  not  complain,  since  it  has  never  executed 
it  even  after  having  strangely  corrupted  it. 

In  consequence  of  this  rescission,  the  Venezuelan  Government  will 
become  possessor  of  all  that  the  company  owns  in  Venezuela — that 
is  to  say,  of  the  concession,  of  the  line,  of  the  buildings,  of  the  rolling 
stock,  of  the  maritime  material,  in  the  condition  in  which  it  is  actually 
found.  In  exchange  it  Would  have  to  reimburse  the  company  for 
the  sums  expended  by  it,  which  include  its  capital — say,  3,000,000 
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bolivars — and  the  value  of  the  obligations  and  bonds  emitted,  with 
arrears  of  revenues  due  to  the  bearers — say  30,500,000  boUvars. 

Moreover,  it  ought  to  take  account  of  the  interest  of  these  sums 
and  of  the  profits  of  which  the  company  has  been  deprived.  The 
indemnity  would  reach  without  doubt  two  score  miUions.  But  for 
all  these  valuations  it  would  be  necessary  to  admit  the  aflBrmations 
of  the  company  or  to  engage  in  interminable  investigations,  which 
would  still  leave  many  of  the  points  in  doubt.    < 

It  is  the  most  simple  means  of  determining  the  value  of  the  con- 
cession; it  does  away  with  all  investigation  and  all  chance  of  error; 
it  has,  moreover,  the  advantage  of  being  drawn  from  the  contract. 

The  State  and  the  company  have  both  recognized  that  the  conces- 
sion was  worth  18,000,000  bolivars  for  a  Une  of  60  kilometers — the 
first  according  it,  the  second  accepting  the  payment  of  a  guaranty 
of  7  per  cent  upon  a  kilometric  value  of  300,000  boUvars.  Taking 
back  the  concession,  the  State  will  be  free,  so  far  as  the  company  is 
concerned,  paying  to  it  this  sum  by  way  of  indemnity. 

It  is  fitting  to  add  to  it  the  value  of  the  maritime  material,  say 
483,000  bolivars;  the  service  of  navigation,  the  object  of  a  special 
article  of  the  contract,  not  having  entered  into  the  Une  of  account 
at  the  time  of  the  establishment  of  the  calculation  of  the  guaranty. 

It  is  then  a  sum  of  18,483,000  bolivars  that  the  Government  ought 
to  pay  to  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads. 

The  company,  through  its  advocate,  claims,  besides,  the  adjudication 
of  interest  at  the  rate  of  7  per  cent,  which  in  my  opinion  does  not  har- 
monize with  the  manner  in  which  this  indemnification  may  be  esti- 
mated. We  are  now  dealing  with  a  simple  exchange  of  values  without 
any  consideration  of  profits  or  interest. 

If  the  interest  were  to  be  estimated  would  it  not  be  also  necessary  to 
take  into  account,  for  instance,  the  products  of  the  exploitation  of 
the  line  while  it  was  in  operation  and  deduct  them  from  the  amount  of 
the  indemnity  ? 

My  colleague  does  not  share  my  opinion.  He  has  declared  the 
claim  of  the  company  to  be  groundless  and  has  accorded  it  only  the 
right  to  an  indenmity  of  10,000  bolivars  for  the  damage  suffered  by 
the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara,  and  reserved  the  privilege  of  claiming 
from  the  Venezuelan  Government,  by  presenting  the  necessary  justifi- 
cation, the  sums  due  for  requisitions,  with  the  corresponding  interest. 
He  has  reserved  equally  the  rights  of  the  Venezuelan  Grovemment  for 
the  fact  of  the  abandonment  of  the  exploitation. 

Doctor  Patil  has  published  a  *^dictamen"  which  is  a  regular  defense 
of  the  Venezuelan  State.  I  have  not  been  able  to  follow  him  on  this 
groimd,  the  position  of  arbitrator  not  authorizing  me,  in  my  opinion, 
to  produce  arguments  in  favor  of  one  of  the  two  parties  in  the  case. 
Moreover,  the  company  has  intrusted  to  an  advocate  at  the  court  of 
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appeal  at  Paris,  Mr.  Dacraigne,  the  care  of  replying  point  by  point  to 
the  plea  of  Doctor  Pa61. 

It  only  remains  for  me  to  call  the  particular  attention  of  the  umpire 
to  a  few  observations. 

In  the  first  place,  I  have  taken  it  upon  myself  to  get  information  de 
visu  of  the  condition  of  the  line  from  Santa  B&rbara  to  El  Vigia.  I 
then  went  on  board  the  French  cruiser  Jouffroy  on  the  south  of  the 
lagoon  of  Maracaibo.  Then  I  went  up  the  river  EJscalante  as  far  as 
Santa  Barbara.  There  I  inspected  in  detail  the  establishments  of  the 
company,  and  followed  the  line  on  foot  for  several  kilometers.  I 
observed  that  the  company  had  neglected  nothing  to  place  the  service 
of  merchandise  and  passengers  in  excellent  condition.  A  large  rolling 
stock  was  found  at  Santa  Bfirbara,  where  the  buildings  of  the  com- 
pany include,  besides  the  passenger  station,  the  depot  for  merchandise, 
the  director's  oflBce,  vast  storehouses  for  the  materials,  and  large  work- 
shops supplied  with  machines,  tools,  and  material  for  repairs  of  all 
kinds.  In  spite  of  the  numerous  repairs  which  these  buildings  and 
this  material  would  require  after  five  years  of  abandonment,  they 
are  far  from  having  no  value  and  from  being  of  no  use. 

In  the  second  place,  it  is  not  superfluous  to  recall  that  a  claim  in  all 
points  analogous  to  the  claim  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan 
Railroads  has  been  presented  by  the  English  company  of  the  railroad 
from  Puerto  Cabello  to  Valencia  to  the  British- Venezuelan  Mixed  Com- 
mission which  sat  last  year  at  Caracas  under  the  presidency  of  an 
American  umpire. 

This  English  company  had  likewise  ceased  its  trafl&c,  which  it  has 
since  resumed,  because  of  the  nonpayment  of  a  guaranty  promised,  and 
because  of  requisitions.  It  obtained,  if  I  am  well  informed,  an  indem- 
nity of  7,000,000  bolivars  gold.  It  had  been  less  tried  than  the  French 
company,  whose  terminus  at  Santa  B&rbara  is  upon  a  river  inaccessi- 
ble to  warships,  in  a  region  which  is  entirely  out  of  reach  of  action  of 
foreign  navies,  while  Puerto  Cabello,  head  of  the  line  of  the  English 
company,  can  be  visited  by  European  squadrons. 

Finally,  while  the  foreign  claimants  will  receive  in  gold  the  amount 
of  indemnities  which  have  been  allowed  them,  the  French  claimants 
will  have  to  be  satisfied,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  protocol  of 
Paris,  with  the  payment  in  bonds  of  the  diplomatic  debt. 

Thanks  to  the  concession  consented  to  by  the  French  Government 
to  allow  the  Venezuelan  Government  to  pay  its  debts  with  greater 
facility,  the  figure  of  the  French  indenmities  finds  itself  in  reality 
singularly  reduced. 

The  bonds  in  question  having  undergone  a  depreciation  of  60  per 
cent,  if  the  umpire  partakes  of  the  opinion  of  the  French  arbitrator,  it 
is  in  reality  only  a  sum  of  8,500,000  bolivars  in  gold  which  the  French 
company  would  be  entitled  to  receive  and  the  Venezuelan  Gbvemment 
obliged  to  pay. 
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The  value  of  the  concession  or  of  sums  disbursed  by  the  company  is 
far  from  this  amoimt. 

Pabis,  September  IS,  1904. 
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I  have  most  carefully  examined  the  brief  prepared  by  my  learned 
colleague,  bearing  date  of  September  13, 1904,  explanatory  of  his  opin- 
ion at  the  sitting  of  the  commission  held  in  Caracas,  August  28,  1903. 
I  have  also  read  the  brief  and  the  opinion  submitted  by  Maitre 
Dacraigne,  which  is  annexed  thereto.  But  I  have  not  been  able  to 
find  in  either  of  these  documents  sufficient  reasons,  based  upon  right 
and  justice,  to  convince  me  that  my  opinion  submitted  at  the  session 
above  mentioned  does  not  adhere  most  strictly  to  the  truth  as  estab- 
lished by  facts,  as  well  as  to  the  statutory  and  common-law  precepts 
which  are  applicable  to  such  facts  in  order  to  find  and  establish  the 
liabiUty  of  the  Venezuelan  Government,  while  rejecting  all  that  can 
not  be  held  as  good  and  sufiicient  grounds  for  liability.  Under  such 
circimistances  I  am  satisfied  that  the  grounds  upon  which  my  opinion 
was  based  still  subsist  as  strong  as  ever,  and  I  may  say  stronger  than 
ever,  as  the  new  line  of  argument  introduced  by  the  French  commis- 
sioner and  Maitre  Dacraigne  seems  to  strengthen  my  former  opinion, 
as  stated. 

Both  these  gentlemen  hold  as  a  powerful  reason  to  grant  and  demand 
the  indemnification  under  discussion  that  the  agreement  made  between 
the  Venezuelan  Government  and  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan 
Railroads  imder  date  of  April  18,  1896,  by  virtue  of  which  the  7  per 
cent  guaranty  on  the  capital  of  18,000,000  francs  was  redeemed  and 
the  company  paid  up  to  December  31,  1895,  the  amount  of  her  claims 
due  as  per  balance  sheets  on  the  same  guaranty  and  settlement  made 
for  any  other  and  all  causes  the  company  may  have  a  right  to  invoice ,  vxis 
a  ruiTums  agreement  imposed  upon  the  company,  which  foimd  herself 
compelled  to  pass  imder  the  Caudine  Forks  of  said  compact.  This  new 
argument  is  of  such  character,  that  it  is  my  sincere  belief  that  no 
answer  whatever  is  needed  in  rebuttal.  Such  argument  offers, 
because  of  its  far-fetched  appUcation,  the  most  telling  proof  of  the 
scarcity  of  grounds,  real  solid  grounds,  the  company  has  upon  which 
to  build  the  liability  of  the  Venezuelan  Government. 

I  will  simply  remark  that  when  that  agreement — now  called  Cavdine 
Forks  by  my  learned  colleague — was  entered  into,  the  company,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  Mattre  Dacraigne,  page  14  of  his  opinion, 
found  herself  in  this  position: 

The  earthquake  of  April  (ISM)  left  the  company  as  unexpectedly  as  unfortunately  wiihr 
cut  resowree  of  any  Mnd.  In  order  to  attend  to  ui^nt  repairs  and  work  and  to  procure 
funds,  the  company  was  compelled  to  make  a  first  issue  of  5(X)-franc  bonds,  drawing  an 
interest  of  6  per  cent. 
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On  page  12  of  the  same  opinion  the  following  statement  is  found: 

The  company  issued  in  this  way  4,000,  the  lai^gest  portion  of  which  was  held  by  the  Dyle 
and  Bacalan  and  the  Tives-Tille  companies.  It  was  agreed  with  these  two  companies  that 
the  payments  made  by  the  state  were  to  be  employed  in  preference  for  the  payment  of  said 
bonds.  It  was  therefore  in  execution  of  this  covenant  entered  into  by  the  company  because 
of  the  failure  of  the  state  to  keep  its  part  of  the  agreement  that  in  the  month  of  June,  1898, 
the  Venezuelan  Railroad  Company  transferred  to  the  other  two  companies  the  Venezuelan 
revenues  received. 

About  the  30th  of  June,  1898,  the  general  assembly  of  stockholders  ratified  such  agree- 
ment, which  was  confirmed  by  the  bondholders,  and  after  payment  of  aU  aceounte  there 
remained  out  of  this  transaction  at  the  disposal  of  the  raihxuul  company  a  balance  of 
200,000  francs  as  working  capital. 

If,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  had 
delivered  to  the  company  5  per  cent  bonds  of  the  1896  loan  to  the 
amoimt  of  4,450,000  bolivars,  thus  enabling  the  company  to  redeem 
its  debt,  amounting  to  2,000,000  francs,  in  stock  and  bonds,  the  largest 
portion  of  which  was  held  by  the  Dyle  and  Bacalan  and  the  Tives- 
Lille  Companies,  still  leaving  the  company  a  working  capital  of 
200,000  francs  if,  I  say,  notwithstanding  that  fact,  the  company  was 
unable  to  meet  the  ruinous  future  events,  it  is  plain  that  the  failure  of 
the  company  to  continue  repairs  and  to  defray  operating  expenses 
would  have  taken  place  sooner. 

This  clearly  shows  that  the  company,  in  view  of  its  critical  financial 
position  in  Paris,  its  credit  being  completely  exhausted,  found  it 
advantageous  to  its  interest  and  to  the  continuation  of  the  under- 
taking to  accept  the  propositions  made  by  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment for  the  redemption  of  the  guaranty  and  the  payment  of  the 
amounts  due,  which  the  company  agreed  to  reduce  to  the  amount  of 
1,950,000  bolivars,  fixing  the  redemption  of  the  future  guaranty  at 
2,500,000  bolivars. 

In  this  agreement  made  by  the  French  Company  because  the  com- 
pany found  it  to  be  acceptable  and  advantageous,  Mr.  Dacraigne  finds 
grounds  to  hold  '  Vithout  possible  discussion"  that  the  French  Com- 
pany is  authorized  to  ask  the  rescission  of  the  contract  and  the  reim- 
bursement of  all  the  expenses  that  such  action  entails,  plus  the  corre- 
sponding damages  and  respective  interest.  Thus,  he  says,  is  justified 
the  claim  for  the  18  milUons  expended  and  the  interest  as  above 
specified. 

Thus  the  Venezuelan  Government,  because  of  the  fact  that  it  has 
canceled  its  obligations  up  to  the  date  of  the  convention,  after  having 
paid  a  heavy  sum  in  settlement  of  a  guaranty  which  could  remain 
undue  and  without  foundation,  as  the  company  was  imable  to  con- 
tinue operations  because  of  the  ruinous  future  events,  must  pay  again 
and  settle,  besides,  damages  and  interests  because  such  had  been  paid. 
The  Venezuelan  commissioner  has  been  unable  to  find  in  the  legisla- 
tion of  any  country,  nor  in  the  natural  law,  anything  that  may  lead 
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to  the  acceptance  and  holding  of  such  kind  of  liabiUties  as  established 
either  by  private  or  international  law. 

The  French  commissioner  holds  that  the  Venezuelan  Government, 
as'stated  in  the  opinion,  would  enter  into  possession  of  everything  the 
conipany  possesses  in  Venezuela,  and  details  such  possessions  as  '^the 
line,  the  buildings,  the  rolling  stock,  the  maritime  property,  in  such 
condition  as  they  are  found  now^^  and  fixes  the  amoimt  of  the  indem- 
nity such  conveyance  would  represent  at  18,483,000  bolivars. 

I  have  also  been  unable  to  find  among  the  documents  and  papers  in 
the  case  reasons  justifying  such  forcible  transfer,  nor  any  advances 
ivhatever  on  the  part  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  which  might 
lead  to  the  supposition  that  the  Government  is  inclined  to  accept  such 
transfer  of  the  property  in  question  in  such  condition  as  it  is  found 
now  for  the  amount  demanded  by  the  claimant  company,  which  the 
French  commissioner  grants.  Such  transactions  are  always  con- 
trolled by  the  convenience  of  both  contracting  parties,  are  agreed  upon 
freely  and  spontaneously,  and  can  not  be  the  object  of  a  decision  of 
this  commission. 

I  think  it  my  duty  to  quote,  in  this  connection,  the  following  state- 
ment of  the  French  commissioner  as  having  special  significance : 

The  company,  through  its  legal  advocate,  claims,  besides  the  adjudication  of  interest  at 
the  rate  of  7  per  cent,  which,  in  my  opinion,  does  not  haimonize  with  the  manner  in  which 
this  indemnification  may  be  estimated.  Wt  are  now  dealing  with  a  simple  exchange  of 
values  without  any  consideration  of  profits  or  interest.  If  the  interest  were  to  be  esti- 
mated, would  it  not  be  also  necessary  to  take  into  account,  for  instance,  the  products  of  the 
exploitation  of  the  line  while  it  was  in  operation  and  deduct  them  from  the  amount  of  the 
indemnity? 

The  Paris  protocol  by  which  this  tribunal  has  been  vested  with 
arbitration  powers  by  special  commission  intrusted  to  the  legal  repre- 
rentatives  of  France  and  Venezuela  has  narrowed  the  scope  of  said 
conmiission  to  a  single  and  solitary  point — that  of  examining  and  decid- 
ing upon  the  claims  for  indemnification  entered  by  French  citizens 
for  a^ts  which  have  taken  place  at  a  certain  time.  Now,  to  grant  indem- 
nities/or acts  which  have  not  actually  taken  place  because  of  the  exchange 
of  values  which  were  to  be  made  by  virtue  of  a  sentence  of  the  com- 
mission, would  be  to  substantially  alter  the  terms  of  the  protocol  bind- 
ing the  contracting  parties  and  to  render  the  award  of  the  commission 
nugatory,  as  it  would  then  involve  a  violation  of  the  pact  which  con- 
trols the  commission. 

The  pact,  or,  in  other  words,  the  free  agreement  of  the  parties,  by  which  they  agree  to  sub- 
mit the  examination  and  settlement  of  differences  arising  among  them  to  an  impartial  third 
party,  controls  the  whole  arbitration  proceedings.  The  pact  previously  agreed  to  by  the 
contracting  parties  is,  in  fact,  the  essential  condition  for  the  institution  of  arbitration  pro- 
ceedings— ^is  the  starting  point,  the  rule  to  be  followed  by  the  arbitrators.  The  nature  of 
things  and  common  sense  thus  direct.  The  arbitrator  or  arbitrators  can  not  constitute 
themBelyes  as  judges  of  a  question.    The  limit  of  the  mission  intrusted  to  them  grows 
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exclusively  out  of  the  will  of  the  parties;  having  been  chosen  to  apply  the  law  to  a  question, 
ihty  themselves  can  not  create  the  rule  of  law  and  apply  it.  The  pact  determines  and  dreum- 
scribes  the  object  of  the  dispute,  *  *  *,  (Pnidier-Fod^r^,  Droit  International  Public, 
vol.  6,  section  2612.) 

The  pact  as  laid  down  by  the  French  court  of  cassation  in  its  judg- 
ment of  January  18,  1842  (Mauny  case — see  Dalloz,  Jurisprudence 
G6n6rale,  Vol.  IV,  Arbitrage,  No.  471,  note) — 

is  the  only  essential  thing  to  be  consulted  to  decide  whether  the  arbitrators  have  passed 
judgment  without  authority  or  jurisdiction. 

It  is  true  that  the  claim  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  rail- 
roads embodies  the  sum  of  18,430,000  bolivars  for  indemnities 
demanded  from  the  Venezuelan  Government,  and  this  commission  is 
vested  with  full  authority  to  determine  whether  the  amount  of  the 
indemnities  which  Venezuela  is  to  pay  for  such  acts  as  may  have 
directly  caused  actual  damages  to  the  company's  property  or  for 
actual  services  such  company  may  have  rendered  the  Government  of 
Venezuela,  such  damages  and  services  to  be  fully  established  and 
affecting  Venezuela's  liabilities.  Any  and  all  acts  partaking  of  either 
character,  be  it  damages  or  services  rendered  which  the  Government  of 
Venezuela  should  indemnify,  falls  under  the  action  of  this  commission. 

It  was  by  reason  of  this  appUcation  of  the  terms  of  the  protocol, 
which  I  consider  the  right  application,  that  in  my  opinion  rendered  in 
Caracas  on  August  28,  1903, 1  differed  from  my  learned  colleague  and 
explained  the  acts  which  in  my  judgment,  and  in  conformity  with  the 
proofs  furnished  by  the  papers  in  the  case  the  Venezuelan  Government 
might  incur  a  liability  for,  concluding  my  opinion  with  the  following 
concrete  statement : 

I  am  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  the  company  is  entitled  to  an  indemnification  of  ten 
thousand  bolivars  (10,000  bolivars)  and  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent  from  October  12, 
1899,  which  the  Government  of  Venezuela  will  pay /cr  uxor  and  tear  of  the  steamer  Santa 
Bdrbara  while  she  was  in  the  Government's  service;  that  the  company  should  reserve  her 
action  to  obtain  payment  of  the  bill  {or freight,  transportation  cf  troops,  and  use  of  two  of  her 
steamers  by  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  duly  made  out  and  vouched  for,  and  that 
according  to  the  balance  sheet  of  December,  1899,  amounted  to  that  date  to  the  sum  of 
208,529.70  francs,  and  interest  from  their  respective  dates  of  origin,  and  that  the  Government 
of  Venezuela  should  also  reserve  the  actions  and  rights  that  might  concern  it,  because  of 
the  suspension  of  traffic,  abandonment  of  operation,  and  consequently  damages  suffered  by 
the  line  because  of  failure  to  maintain  and  preserve  it ;  and  that  as  far  as  the  other  points  are 
concerned  the  claim  should  be  rejected  as  groundless.  (Comisidn  Ikfixta  Venezolana- 
Francesa.  Protocolo  de  19  de  Febrero,  1902.  Dict&menes  del  Arbitro  Venezolano.  E^cidn 
Oficial,  1903,  p.  206.) 

During  the  oral  proceedings  had  at  the  sitting  of  August  28,  1903, 
(ibid.,  p.  21 1 ),  the  grounds  for  my  decision  were  summarized  as  follows: 

The  commissioner  for  Venezuela  considering  in  opposition — 

That  the  actual  reasons  of  the  suspension  of  operation  of  the  line  by  the  company  are  of  an 
economic  character,  as  the  company  was  compelled  to  take  such  steps  because  of  the  lack  of 
traffic  due  to  the  state  of  revolt  of  the  country  and  because  of  the  impossibility  in  idiicfa  it 
(the  company)  was  placed  by  reason  of  its  bad  financial  situation  of  obtaining  the  necessaiy 
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funds  to  repair  the  damages  caused  by  the  weather  to  a  line  built  under  unfavorable  condi- 
tions; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Qoyemment  could  rwt  he  responsible  either  for  the  damages  suffered  by 
the  working  materials  because  of  voluntary  abandonment  'iwr  yet  of  such  damages  as  the 
company  may  have  suffered  on  account  of  the  state  of  revolution  in  the  country  or  by  an 
acoident  of  war; 

That  the  agreement  entered  into  by  the  company  and  the  Venezuelan  Ck>vemment,  in 
regard  to  the  guaranty  stipulated  in  the  contract,  has  been  duly  and  fully  executed  and  that 
the  company  has  received  the  sums  resulting  from  the  sale  of  the  bonds  which  in  compliance 
with  the  terms  of  said  agreement  were  delivered  to  the  company; 

That  thaCbovemment  of  Venezuela  has  never  refused  to  pay  the  company  the  value  of  the 
requisitions  (seizures)  and  the  damages  resulting  therefrom  to  the  material  and  that  the  inar 
billty  of  the  Government  to  make  such  payments  because  of  the  exhausted  condition  of  the 
public  funds  during  the  civil  war  only  makes  the  Government  liable  for  the  payment  of 
unpaid  interests; 

The  commissioner  is  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  the  claim  of  the  company  lacks  prc^r 
grounds  and  only  acknowledges  to  the  company  the  right  to  an  indemnity  for  10,000 
bolivars  for  the  wear  and  tear  suffered  by  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrhara  while  she  was  in  the 
Grovemment's  service  and  reserves  to  the  company  the  right  to  claim  from  the  Venezuelan 
Government  by  filing  the  proper  and  necessary  vouchers  the  amounts  due  by  requisitions 
(seizures)  and  the  corresponding  interests; 

Doctor  Pa(il  reserves  for  the  Venezuelan  Government  all  its  rights  of  action  against  the 
company  because  of  the  abandonment  of  the  operation  of  the  line. 

The  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Raih-oads  under  date  Septem- 
ber 28,  1904— that  is  to  say,  one  year  after  the  session  of  August  28, 
1903,  when  the  commission  closed  its  labors  in  Caracas — ^submitted  all 
the  documents  in  support  of  the  requisitions  or  services  rendered  by 
the  railways  and  the  ships  of  the  company  to  the  Government  of  the 
State  of  Zulia  up  to  September  30,  1899.  I  have  examined  with  due 
care  and  attention  the  bills  and  annexed  vouchers  and  found  correct 
the  balance  due  to  the  company  by  the  government  of  ZuUa,  accord- 
ing to  a  communication  addressed  by  the  manager  to  the  President  of 
the  State  on  the  date  aforesaid  and  found  under  No.  3  ''Dossier 
Requisitions— Jacket  No.  11."  According  to  said  communication 
and  vouchers  submitted  the  balance  due  amounts  to  198,136.96 
bolivars. 

In  a  commimication  addressed  under  date  of  January  18,  1900,  by 
the  board  of  managers  of  the  French  company  to  his  excellency  the 
ndnister  of  forieign  affairs  in  Paris  a  copy  of  which  is  found  in  Exhibit  3, 
document  5,  the  following  statement  is  made: 

We  take  the  liberty  to  send  you  herewith  a  copy  of  the  report  of  our  chief  manager,  the 
engineer,  Gustave  Simon,  relating  to  his  mission,  which  said  gentleman  delivered  to  us  upon 
his  arrival  in  France. 

Every  day  that  passes  since  we  were  compelled  and  forced  by  the  revolutionary  events  to 
suspend  our  operations  in  Venezuela,  since  October  12, 1899,  will  render  more  difficult  and 
onerous  the  possibility  of  our  resuming  operations. 

The  failure  to  maintain  a  road  and,  above  all,  a  railroad  leads  to  its  rapid  destruction, 
especially  in  a  tropical  country  where  vegetation  is  powerful  and  of  almost  instantaneous 
growth. 

*  *  *  We  estimate  in  300,000  francs  the  minimum  cash  amount  necessary  to  renew, 
before  the  end  of  April  next,  the  operation  and  service  of  oiu:  business. 
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Now  the  different  debts  of  the  national  Goveniment,  as  well  as  those  of  the  provincial 
governments,  due  to  our  company  may  be  resumed  as  follows: 

(a)  The  amount  of  300,000  francs,  in  round  numbers,  representing  reimbursemefU  qfiran»- 
portaiion  expenses  and  requisitions  made  by  the  account  of  the  authorities. 

The  itemized  accounts  have  beenfumished  to  the  authorities  according  to  forms  and  decrees. 
The  lai^est  portion  of  these  bills  have  received  proper  official  approval. 

(b)  The  amount  of  250,000  francs,  our  minimum  estimate  of  the  indemnification  due  by 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  by  substantial  repairs  and  damages  caused  because  of  its  acts 
to  the  whole  of  our  property  during  the  last  revolution. 

(c)  The  amount  of  1,050,000  francs  which,  at  the  rate  of  105,000  francs  per  months  rep- 
resents the  amount  of  the  indemnifi4xUion  which  the  Government  of  Venezuela  owes  us  because 
cf  suppression  by  its  act  of  our  traffic  during  the  ten  months  elapsed  between  July,  1889,  and 
May,  1900. 

We  have  taken  as  a  basis  for  this  estimate  of  the  indemnification  the  amount  of  the 
guaranty  of  1,260,000  francs  which  had  been  fixed  and  acknowledged  to  our  company  by  the 
concession-contract,  duly  approved  and  ratified  by  the  Venezuelan  Congress  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Republic. 

Let  US  examine  now,  one  by  one,  these  charges  for  indemnity 
requested  from  the  Government  of  Venezuela  under  date  of  January 
18, 1900 — that  is  to  say,  three  months  after  the  abandonment  or  sus- 
pension of  operations  on  the  part  of  the  board  of  managers,  on  the  12th 
day  of  October,  1899. 

The  first  item — that  is,  the  amount  of  300,000  francs  in  round  num- 
bers, as  reimbursement  for  transportation  and  requisitions  by  the 
authorities — exceeds  in  the  amoimt  of  106,864.05  boUvars  the  sum  of 
the  balance  sheet  submitted  by  the  same  board  of  managers  to  the  au- 
thorities on  September  30,  1899,  or  twelve  days  before  the  suspension 
of  operations  and  the  delivery  of  the  rolling  stock,  offices,  implements, 
and  other  property  of  the  company  to  the  consular  agent  of  France 
in  Maracaibo,  Mr.  A.  I.  d'Empaire.  The  claimant  has  produced  said 
bills  and  vouchers  before  the  commission.  In  this  regard,  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  is  the  debtor  of  the  French  Company  of  Vene- 
zuelan Railroads,  as  per  bills  and  vouchers,  to  the  amount  of  193,135.95 
bolivars,  and  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  as  established  by  the 
company,  from  the  date  when  it  is  shown  such  transportation  and 
requisitions  took  effect  in  compliance  with  the  orders  of  the  local 
authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia. 

The  dates  and  respective  balances  are  the  following,  as  shown  by  the 
examination  I  have  made  of  the  bills  in  the  record  of  the  case : 

Bolivars. 
Balance  approved  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  Febniaiy  27, 18d4 . .      2, 094. 85 
Balance  approved  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  January  23, 1895. .       6, 434. 60 

Invoice  as  per  statement  up  to  December  31,  1897 15^  443. 60 

Invoice,  etc .,  to  May  30,  1898 3, 886. 00 

Invoice,  etc. ,  to  October  30,  1898 34, 61&  90 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  March  3,  1898 6  532. 00 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  April  6,  1899 9, 047. 00 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  September  30,  1899 114,679.00 

Total 193,635.95 
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An  estimate  of  the  interest  on  the  several  balances  from  their  respec- 
tive dates  mitil  that  when  the  company  may  probably  come  into  pos- 
session of  the  funds  by  virtue  of  the  execution  of  the  sentence  which 
may  be  finally  passed,  a  lapse  of  time  which  I  believe  to  be  reasonably 
within  three  months,  taking  into  consideration  any  inevitable  delay, 
will  show  that  the  company  in  this  regard  is  entitled  to  the  sum  of 
36,060  boUvars. 

Between  the  amoimt  of  193,135.95  bolivars,  which  is  established  by 
the  company's  statements,  and  that  of  203,529.70  bohvars,  balance  in 
the  company's  statement  of  December  31,  1899,  as  due  by  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government  at  that  time,  as  shown  in  the  report  of  the  board  of 
managers  to  the  stockholders  in  the  company,  and  to  which  I  have 
made  reference  at  the  conclusion  of  my  opinion  of  August  28,  1903, 
there  is  a  difference  of  10,393.75  bolivars,  to  which  I  find  no  other 
explanation  in  its  support  than  that  it  represents  the  price  the  com- 
pany has  charged  the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  the  service  of  the 
steamer  Santa  Bdrbara  during  the  days  intervening  between  Septem- 
ber 30,  1899,  and  the  end  of  October  of  the  same  year,  when  it  appears 
the  steamer  was  returned  to  the  company  after  having  taken  to  the 
island  of  Curasao  Doctor  Andrade,  the  President  of  the  State,  after 
the.so-called  "Liberal-Restauradora"  revolution.  Such  amoimt,  even 
if  it  does  not  appear  in  a  specified  form,  &s  it  should  do,  I  deem  to  be  a 
fair  compensation  for  the  services  rendered  by  the  steamer  Santa 
Bdrbara  to  the  local  authorities  during  the  month  of  October,  as, 
according  to  documents  in  the  case,  the  company  had  suspended 
since  the  12th  of  the  same  month  all  operations  in  its  railroad  and 
steamer  service,  so  that  there  were  no  expenses  for  maintenance  of 
the  service. 

On  the  aforesaid  amount,  which  I  recognize  as  also  due  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela,  interest  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent  should  be 
added  from  October  30,  1899,  to  the  date  of  the  execution  of  the  sen- 
tence as  aforesaid,  so  that  the  amount  of  the  indemnity  increases  to 
the  sum  of  1,767  bohvars. 

So  that  the  principal  and  interests  on  this  amount,  as  shown,  amount 
to  203,529.70  bolivars  as  principal  and  37,827  bolivars  as  interest, 
or,  in  all,  241,357.70  bolivars. 

I  do  not  think  that  the  indemnification  which  this  commission  may 
award  the  company  should  exceed  such  sum  for  delay  in  payment  of 
services  rendered  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  ZuUa  at  different  times, 
because  such  services  as  are  represented  by  transportation  of  employees 
and  troops,  both  by  land  and  water,  during  the  time  intervening  be- 
tween 1893  and  March,  1899,  the  correspondence  and  other  papers 
submitted  in  the  case  show  they  were  a  portion  of  the  active  and 
frequent  business  transactions  of  the  company  carried  on  with  the 
local  authorities,  originating  debits  and  credits  in  account  current. 
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There  is  no  written  or  documentary  evidence  showing  that  the  com- 
pany did  ever  press  the  payment  of  the  periodical  balances  of  the 
accoimt  by  means  of  any  of  the  measures  which  the  law  places  at  the 
disposal  of  the  creditor  to  obtain  or  enforce  the  payment  of  what  is  due 
him.  Under  such  conditions  there  was  no  denial  of  justice  nor  has 
such  claim  been  advanced.  On  the  contrary,  from  the  correspondence 
it  appears  that  such  activity  in  the  account  current  of  the  Government 
with  the  company  during  the  six  years  mentioned  was  of  such  import- 
ance for  the  latter  that  it  could  well  afford,  as  it  happens  at  times  in 
this  kind  of  business  transactions,  to  take  into  consideration  certain 
circumstances  which  only  the  company  was  capable  of  appreciating, 
in  order  not  to  institute  legal  proceedings  to  compel  such  payment,  but 
willingly  to  wait  the  payment  of  such  sums  as  fell  due. 

It  must  be  stated  that  the  delay  in  the  payment  of  the  balances 
on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia  only  repre- 
sents in  a  period  of  over  six  years  the  amoimt  of  78,450.95  bolivars, 
out  of  which  sum  50,197.90  boUvars  belong  to  the  six  months  elapsed 
from  October,  1898,  to  April,  1899,  preceding  the  revolutionary  events 
of  May  of  the  latter  year.  It  is  also  worthy  of  notice  that  the  com- 
pany has  not  shown  the  total  movement  of  its  accoimt  current  with 
the  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia  from  the  year  1893  up  to  the 
month  of  April,  1899,  when  the  government  of  the  State  appears  to 
be  the  company's  debtor  to  the  amount  of  78,456.95  bolivars.  The 
company  has  only  submitted  to  this  commission  the  balances  due 
at  certain  dates,  which  do  not  furnish  sufficient  data  to  find  out  the 
amount  represented  by  the  total  volume  of  the  business  transactions 
during  the  six  years  in  question  to  indicate  whether  the  government 
of  the  State  of  Zulia  is  as  remiss  in  the  payment  of  its  obligations 
as  represented. 

The  same  documents  and  correspondence,  which  I  have  had  before 
me,  show,  as  has  been  established,  that  the  larger  portion  of  the  total 
balance  for  freights  and  requisitions  due  by  the  government  of  the 
State  of  Zulia  on  September  30,  1899,  arises  from  services  rendered 
by  the  railways  and  the  steamers  of  the  company  to  the  authorities 
of  the  State  of  Zulia  for  the  months  elapsed  from  May  of  the  same 
year  when  the  revolution  '^  Libertadora"  broke  out  in  the  Andes 
imtil  said  authorities  were  deprived  of  their  power,  because  of  the 
triumph  of  the  revolutionary  party.  It  was  diuing  these  months 
that  traffic  was  suspended  on  the  railroad,  because  of  the  interrupted 
communications  with  the  interior  and  the  complete  cessation  of  all 
transportation  of  the  products,  which  made  the  normal  carrying  trade 
of  the  line  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business  transactions.  The  man- 
agers of  the  line  found  themselves  in  an  embarrassing  position  to 
meet  the  indispensable  expenses  for  the  want  of  the  income  produced 
by  such  transportation  operations,  and  it  was  then  that  the  govern- 
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ment  of  the  State  of  Zulia/findiDg  itself  under  the  necessity  of  defend- 
ing the  duly  constituted  authorities  and  to  restore  pubUc  oider,  made 
use,  as  the  government  was  entitled  to  do  and  the  company  bound 
to  allow  by  the  terms  of  the  concession^ontract  and  the  imperious 
military  necessity,  of  the  means  of  transportation  over  land  and  water 
that  the  company  had  at  a  standstill  at  that  moment  because  of  the 
lack  of  mercantile  traffic. 

Thus  the  debt  created  by  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zulia  in 
favor  of  the  company  under  such  circimistances  represents  the  sole 
industrial  profits  the  company  could  have  obtained  out  of  its  land 
and  water  transportation  f  aciUties,  while  the  use  to  which  said  author- 
ities placed  such  means  of  transportation  afforded  the  only  possible 
means  to  protect  and  save  such  property  either  from  the  injurious 
action  of  a  protracted  period  of  idleness  or  from  the  risk  of  being 
seized  and  destroyed  by  the  revolutionary  party  in  order  to  prevent 
that  the  Government  they  were  opposing  might  make  use  of  it. 

I  do  not  find  that  the  impossibility  said  government  was  in  of 
satisfying  the  pressing  request  for  payment  which  the  agent  for  the 
company  in  Maracaibo  b^an  to  urge  precisely  at  the  very  monaent 
said  authorities  were,  for  the  same'  reasons. alleged  by  the  company, 
in  want  of  funds  and  when  the  Government  was  compelled  to  spend 
whatever  revenues  might  be  collected  to  defray  the  expensive  opera- 
tions of  war — I  do  not  find,  I  say,  that  such  impossibility  can  be  made 
a  cause  to  justify  the  claim  of  liabiUty  which  the  company  pretends 
affects  the  national  (jovemment  and  settlement  of  which  by  an 
indemnity  amounting  to  milUons  of  boHvars  has  been  demanded. 
If  the  managing  board  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Rail- 
roads found  itself  compelled  to  suspend  operations  because  of  the 
lack  of  funds,  and  neither  the  company  nor  the  board  of  directors 
can  be  made  responsible  for  such  state  of  affairs,  as  it  is  due,  the 
company  avers,  to  a  case  of  force  majeure,  why  is  the  national  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  to  be  made  responsible  because  the  local  author- 
ities of  the  State  of  ZuUa  were  in  the  impossibihty  to  make  disburse- 
ments to  the  company  in  payment  of  its  debts  when  such  authorities 
were  also  under  the  force  majeure  of  impossibility  on  account  of  the 
war? 

In  an  interview  had  in  Caracas  between  the  manager,  Mr.  Simon, 
and  the  minister  of  finance,  Mr.  Olivarria,  in  September  (16),  1899, 
when  for  the  first  time  a  direct  request  for  a  payment  on  account  of 
the  sum  due  the  company  by  the  sectional  government  of  ZuUa  was 
made  to  the  national  Government,  the  aforesaid  minister  of  finance 
gave  as  a  reason  for  not  making  the  payment  then  requested  lack  of 
funds  and  impossibility  to  promise  to  make  such  payment  in  the  near 
future.  At  the  time  of  this  interview  the  national  Government  of 
Venezuela,  represented  by  the  president  general  Ignacio  Andrade^ 
S.  Doc.  533,  5^1 27 
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was  reduced  to  the  capital  of  the  Republic  after  the  armed  conflict 
of  Tocuyito,  September  12,  when  the  Government  forces  were  defeated 
by  the  army  imder  the  command  of  Gen.  Cipriano  Castro,  the  present 
provisional  President  of  Venezuela.  General  Andrade  and  those  who 
composed  the  Federal  executive  could  not  at  that  moment  be  in  a 
position  to  satisfy  other  needs  than  those  the  precarious  conditions 
of  the  disorganized  Government  exacted  as  of  vital  importance.  A 
month  after,  which  was  speiit  in  gathering  new  troops  and  directing 
military  operations,  to  which  eflFect  new  war  contributions  were  levied 
and  requisitions  issued  on  the  inhabitants  of  Caracas  for  horses,  mules, 
and  provisions  for  the  army,  General  Andrade  found  himself  in  the 
impossibiUty  of  continuing  the  struggle  and  abandoned  the  capital, 
accompanied  by  some  officers  and  soldiers,  on  October  19.  From 
these  facts,  which  are  in  perfect  accord  with  historic  truth,  by  the 
simple  appUcation  of  common  sense  free  from  any  passion  or  preju- 
dice whatever,  it  is  concluded  that  there  has  not  existed  on  the  side 
either  of  the  sectional  government  or  of  the  national  authorities  any 
deliberate  purpose  of  doing  any  injury  to  the  prosperity  and  the 
btffliness  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  by  delaying 
without  any  justifiable  cause  the  payment  of  the  amounts  due. 

The  Uability  which  by  all  possible  law  and  by  all  principles  univer- 
sally established  affects  the  debtor  who  does  not  pay  his  obligations  in 
due  time  is  solely  that  of  paying  iaterest  to  his  creditor  for  the  time 
of  the  delay  at  the  rate  agreed  upon  and,  ia  the  absence  of  an  agree- 
ment on  this  poiQt,  at  the  legal  rate. 

The  provisicHis  of  the  Venezuelan  Civil  Code,  which  in  this  matter 
agree  with  those  of  the  French  and  Italian  Civil  Codes  and  with  the 
civil  law  of  all  c6imtries,  establish  that  there  exist  obligations  with 
penal  clause  when  the  debtor,  to  secure  the  fulfillment  of  an  obligation 
agrees  to  give  or  to  do  something  iq  case  of  failure  or  delay  in  the 
execution  of  such  obligation,  and  that  the  penal  clause  is  the  compen- 
sation for  damages  growing  out  of  the  failure  to  fulfill  the  principal 
obligation.    (Articles  1175  and  1178  of  the  Venezuelan  Code  of  1896) . « 

When  the  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia  made  a  compact  with 
the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  for  the  service  of  trans- 
portation of  troops,  ammunition,  etc.,  and  the  requisitions  which 
created  the  Government's  debt,  no  penal  clause  was  stipulated  to 
secure  the  fulfillment  of  the  contracted  obligation,  nor  did  the  Gov- 

oAbt.  1175.  Hay  obligaciones  con  clausula  penal  cuando  el  deudor,  para  aaegurar  el 
cumplimiento  de  una  obligacidn,  se  compromete  &  dar  6  hacer  alguna  cosa  para  el  caao  de 
inejecucidn  6  retardo  en  el  cumplimiinto  de  la  obligacidn. 

Art.  1 178.  La  cl&usula  penal  es  la  compensacidn  de  los  dafios  j  perjucios  cauaados  por 
la  inejecucidn  de  la  obligacidn  principal. 

.  El  acreedor  no  puede  reclamar  4  nn  mismo  tiempo  la  ooaa  principal  j  la  pena,  ai  no  la 
bubiere  estipnlado  por  el  simple  retardo. 
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eminent  become  bound  to  pay  damages  in  case  of  delay  in  the  pay- 
ment diflFerent  from  those  the  law  in  all  coimtries  grant  the  creditor 
against  the  debtor  of  an  amount  of  money — i.  e.,  interest  either  in  con- 
formity with  the  contract  or  with  the  law. 

The  following  provisions  of  the  Venezuelan  Civil  Code  mentioned, 
which  agree  with  the  identical  prescriptions  in  the  French  Civil 
Code,  from  which  they  were  adopted,  are  pertinent  to  the  case:. 

Art.  1191.  The  debtor  is  not  under  obligation  to  pay  damages  when  as  the  consequence 
ot  fortuitous  events  or  force  majeure  lie  has  failed  to  give  or  to  perform  that  which  he  is  bound 
to  do,  or  has  performed  that  which  was  forbidden. 

Art.  1192.  Damages  are  generally  due  to  the  creditor  for  the  loss  sustained  or  the  benefits 
which  he  has  been  deprived  of,  according  to  the  provisos  and  exceptions  hereunder. 

Art.  1193.  The  debtor  is  not  liable  except  for  such  damages  as  have  been  foreseen  or  thai 
could  have  heen  foreseen  the  time  the  contract  was  made,  when  the  failure  to  fulfill  the  obliga- 
tion is  not  due  to  fraud  or  deceit  (dolo). 

Art.  1194.  Even  in  cases  where  the  failure  to  execute  an  obligation  may  be  the  result  of 
fraud  or  deceit  on  the  part  of  the  debtor  the  damages  for  the  loss  suffered  by  the  creditor  or 
from  the  loss  of  profits  of  which  he  might  have  been  deprived,  can  not  extend  beyond  the 
immediate  and  direct  consequences  of  the  failure  to  fulfill  the  obligation. 

Art.  1196.  When  in  the  obligations /or  a  certain  sum  cf  money  there  exists  no  special 
agreement,  such  damages  as  are  the  result  of  delay  in  the  execution  are  indemnified  by  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  at  the  legal  raUt  except  when  otherwise  specified.  Such  damages  are  due 
from  the  day  of  delay,  the  creditor  not  being  imder  obligation  to  establish  any  loss  by  proof  .a 

These  prescriptions  which  are  based  on  universal  rules  of  civil  and 
commercial  law  of  all  civilized  countries  are  the  only  ones  apphcable 
to  this  case.  And  it  is  based  upon  such  rules  that  I  have  held  and  do 
still  hold  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  is  not  liable  to  the  French 
Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  for  any  other  damages  for  failure 
to  pay  the  amounts  due  on  the  contracts  for  services  rendered,  except 
the  payment  of  the  sum  of  money  due  for  such  services  and  the  corre- 
sponding interest  at  the  legal  rate.  To  hold  otherwise  would  be  to 
apply  to  Venezuela  a  penalty  which  has  not  been  established  by  any 
codes  of  any  of  the  nations  existing  under  international  law.  I, 
therefore,  limit  the  hability  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela  on  this 

a  Art.  1191.  £1  deudor  no  est&  obligado  k  pagar  dafios  6  perjuicios  cuando  es  k  con- 
secuencia  de  im  caso  fortuito  6  de  fuerza  mayor  que  ha  dejado  de  dar  6  de  hacer  aquello 
k  que  estaba  obligado  6  que  ha  ejecutado  lo  que  le  estaba  probibido. 

Art.  1192.  Los  dafios  y  perjuicios  son  debidos  generalmcnte  al  acroedor,  por  la  p^rdida 
que  ha  sufrido  y  por  la  utilidad  de  que  ha  sido  privado,  saWo  las  modificaciones  y 
excepciones  establecidas  4  continuacidn. 

Art.  1193.  £1  deudor  no  queda  obligado  sino  por  los  dafios  y  perjuicios  que  han  sido 
previstos  6  que  han  podido  preverse  al  tiempo  de  la  colebracidn  del  contrato,  cuando  la 
ialta  de  cumplimiento  de  la  obligacidn  no  proviene  de  dolo. 

Art.  1.194.  Aunque  la  falta  de  cumplimiento  de  la  obligacidn  resulte  de  dolo  del  deudor 
los  dafios  y  perjuicios  relatives  6,  la  p^rdida  sufrida  por  el  acreedor  y  &  los  que  son  con- 
secuencia  inmediata  y  directa  de  la  falta  de  cumplimiento  de  la  obligacidn* 

Art.  1.196.  A  falta  de  convenio  en  las  obligaciones  que  tienen  por  objeto  una  cantidad 
de  dinero  los  dafios  y  perjuicios  resultantes  del  retardo  en  el  cumplimiento,  se  satisfacen 
con  el  pago.del  intei^.legal,  salvo  disposidones  espedales. 
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account  to  the  amoiint  above  mentioned — 241,357.70  boilvars — as 
principal  and  estimated  interest  on  the  debt. 

As  the  final  complement  in  the  discussion  of  this  part  of  the  indem- 
nification claim,  I  am  pleased  to  quote  the  high  authority  of  the 
opinion  of  my  honorable  and  learned  colleague  in  the  American  and 
Venezuelan  Commission,  Mr.  William  E.  Bainbridge,  in  the  case  of 
Ford  Dix  against  the  Venezuelan  Government: 

Govemments  like  individuals  are  responsible  only  for  the  proximate  and  natural  conse- 
quenoes  of  their  acts.  International  as  well  as  municipal  law  denies  compensation  for 
remots  consequences  in  the  absence  of  evidence  ofdeltbenUe  intention  to  injure.  In  my  judg* 
ment  the  loss  oomi^ained  of  in  this  item  of  Dix's  claim  is  too  remote  to  entitle  him  t-o  com- 
pensation. The  militaxy  authorities,  under  the  exigencies  of  war,  took  part  oi  bis  cattle, 
and  he  is  justly  entitled  to  compensation  for  their  actual  value.  But  there  is  in  the  record 
no  evidence  of  ^nydtaress  or  constraint  on  the  part  of  the  military  to  compel  him  to  sell  his 
remaining  cattle  to  third  parties  at  an  inadequate  price.  Neither  is  there  any  special 
animus  shown  against  Mr.  Dix  nor  any  deliberate  intention  to  injure  him  because  of  his 
nationality.  If  the  disturbed  state  of  the  country  impelled  Mr.  Dix  to  sacrifice  his  property, 
he  thereby  suffered  only  one  of  those  losses  due  to  the  existence  of  war  for  which  there,  is 
unfortunately,  no  redress.     (Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston 's  Report,  p.  9.) 

The  same  reasoning  is  appUcable  to  the  necessity  of  the  company  to 
susp^id  operations,  which  the  company  made  dependent  from  force 
majeure,  because  of  the  lack  of  revenues  during  four  months  by  reason 
of  the  revolution  and  the  failure  of  the  Government  to  pay  its  debts  to 
the  company  and  because  after  September  27,  1899, 

the  railroad  line  was  in  the  hands  of  the  insurgents^  and  until  the  day  of  the  suspension 
{Odoher  10)  there  were  no  hopes  that  the  Oovemment  would  recover  the  place. 

See  the  notice  of  the  manager  announcing  to  the  public  that  traffic 
had  been  suspended  published  in  the  newspapers  called  El  FondgrafOj 
El  AnunciadoTj  and  La  Compania  Francesa. 

The  second  charge  made  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  company, 
resuming  the  claim  for  indemnification  demanded  from  the  Grovem- 
ment  of  Venezuela,  January  18,  1900,  reads  as  follows: 

(b)  The  amount  of  250,000  francs,  our  minimum  estimate  of  the  indemnification  due  by 
the  Gk>yernment  of  Venezuela  for  suhstantial  repairs  and  damages  caused  because  of  its  ads 
to  the  whole  of  our  property  during  the  last  revolution. 

In  my  opinion  of  August  28,  1903, 1  granted  the  claimant  comjmny 
an  indemnification  of  ten  thousand  (10,000)  bohvars  and  interest 
from  October  12,  1899,  for  damages  caused  the  steamer  Santa  Bdr- 
hara  while  in  the  service  of  the  government  of  the  State  of  Zulia  by 
reason  of  the  revolutionary  movement  at  that  time.  Said  estimate  is 
based  on  the  documentary  evidence  produced  by  the  company  or,  in 
other  words,  on  the  estimate  of  the  damages  suffered  by  the  steamer, 
as  directed  to  be  made  by  the  French  consular  agent  in  Maracaibo, 
Mr.  A.  J.  d'Empaire,  on  January  2,  1903,  Messrs.  Eugene  Creutzer,  a 
French  mechanical  engineer,  and  Manuel  Maria  Soto,  a  captain  in  the 
Venezuelan  merchant  marine^  being  intrusted    as  ejq)erta  with  the 
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appraisement  of  said  damages.  The  report  of  these  experts  to  the 
consular  agent  January  2,  1900,  which  bears  the  signature  of  said 
consular  agent,  fixes  the  amoimt  of  damages  at  the  sum  of  ten  thousand 
holivars.  There  is  no  other  evidence  on  record  purporting  to  estab- 
lish the  existence  of  damages  to  the  railroad  material  of  the  company, 
while,  on  the  contrary,  from  the  correspondence  of  Mr.  Decleva,  acting 
as  manager  of  the  company,  it  appears — 

that  peace  and  order  reigned  on  the  7th  of  June,  1899,  according  to  the  reports  received 
frcHn  the  line. 

Under  date  of  Jime  18  the  same  manager  reports  to  the  company: 

I  am  back  after  an  uneventful  trip.  In  Santa  B&rbara,  in  La  Vigia,  along  the  line,  every- 
thing is  quiet  The  road  is  in  good  condition  and  the  material  complete.  All  our  engines  have 
oome  bade  to  the  shops,  even  those  employed  in  ike  haUast  warky  which  I  had  presBed  into 
service  and  kept  hy  order  of  the  civil  and  military  auiJufrities. 

The  only  thing  that  the  record  establishes  in  reference  to  damages 
sustained  by  the  maritime  property  of  the  company,  besides  the 
damages  done  to  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara,  valued  at  10,000 
boUvars,  is  the  loss  of  the  steamer  San  Odrlos  y  Merida,  at  anchor  in 
the  harbor  of  Maracaibo.  The  witnesses,  Edmond  Hainst,  Antonio 
Martinez  Pefla,  and  Jos6  Vicente  Gonzdlez  declared  at  the  inquest 
held  by  direction  of  the  French  consular  agent — 

that  the  steamer  San  Cdrlos  y  Mhida  at  anchor  opposite  the  warehouse  of  McGregor  &  Qo.y 
and  of  Rafael  Morales,  had  foundered  during  the  evening  of  the  1st  and  the  day  of  the  2d  of 
December,  1899,  because  of  the  shots  received  in  her  hull,  both  on  the  port  and  starboard 
sides,  during  the  engagement  and  shots  exchanged  between  the  forces  under  Oen.  Gipriano 
Castro  (on  the  Maracaibo  side)  and  the  forces  under  Oen.  Jos^  Manuel  Hernandez  (on  the 
Haticos^side). 

What  is  the  liability  aflFecting  Venezuela  for  the  above-^mentioned 
events  ?  The  answer  is  the  same  Mr.  Evarts,  Secretary  of  State,  gave 
Mr.  HoflFman  July  18,  1879  (Wharton's  Int.  Law  Dig.,  section  224) : 

As  a  principle  of  international  law,  the  view  that  a  foreigner  domiciled  in  the  territory  of  a 
belligerent  can  not  expect  exemption  from  the  operations  of  a  hostile  force,  is  amply  sustained 
by  the  precedents  you  cite,  and  many  others.  Great  Britain  admitted  the  doctrine  as  against 
her  own  subjects  residing  in  France  during  the  Franco-Prussian  war;  and  we^  too,  have 
asserted  it  successfully  against  similar  claims  of  foreigners  residing  in  the  Southern  States 
during  the  uxzr  of  secession. 

I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  quote  numberless  decisions  of  arbitra- 
tion coiu^ts  or  conmiissions  in  support  of  the  views  of  the  eminent  Sec- 
retary of  State. 

Taking  as  a  basis  the  above-quoted  principle,  I  have  not  been  willing 
to  admit  habiUty  on  the  part  of  Venezuela  for  the  foundering  of  the 
steamer  San  Cdrlos  y  Merida,  which  was  not  occupied  by  the  Govern- 
ment forces,  but  was  anchored  in  the  Maracaibo  harbor,  unfortunately 
placed  between  the  belligerent  forces  during  an  engagement  at  a  point 
where  the  cross  fire  damaged  her  hull  to  the  extent  that  she  foimdered. 
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Under  such  circumstances,  the  indemnification'  I  have  granted  for 
substantial  damages  to  the  company's  property  is  limited  to  what  has 
been  established  as  affecting  the  responsibihty  of  the  Venezuelan 
Government — i.  e.,  the  damages  sustained  by  the  steamer  Santa 
Bdrhara  while  in  the  service  of  the  local  authorities  of  the  State  of 
Zuha,  appraised  by  experts  at  the  smn  of  ten  thousand  (10,000)  boli- 
vars. The  interest  on  this  sum  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent  from  the 
date  of  the  return  of  said  vessel,  about  the  end  of  October,  1899,  imtil 
the  time  before  stated,  represents  an  amount  of  1 ,675  bolivars  or  a  sum 
total  for  the  whole  item  of  11,675  bolivars. 

The  third  and  last  charge  for  indemnification  contained  in  the 
report  of  the  director  of  the  company  imder  discussion  is  as  follows: 

(c)  The  amount  of  1,0.50,000  francs,  which, at  the  rate  of  105,000  francs  per  month,  repre- 
sents the  amowit  of  the  indemnification  which  the  Government  of  Venezuela  owes  us  because 
of  suppression  hy  its  acU  of  our  traffic  during  the  ten  months  elapsed  between  July,  1899, 
and  May,  1900. 

The  above-mentioned  allegation  is  based  on  the  suppression  of  the 
traffic  of  the  company,  a  fact  which  is  attributed  to  an  act  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela.  From  all  the  documents  submitted  to  this 
commission  by  the  company,  the  only  established  fact  is  that  the  sus- 
pension of  traffic  from  the  month  of  July,  1899,  to  October  12  of  the 
same  year,  was  due  to  the  state  of  revolution  then  existing  in  the 
Cordillera  de  los  Andes  and  localities  contiguous  to  the  State  of  Zuha, 
such  revolution  causing  interruption  of  the  carrying  trade  and  paraly- 
zation  of  all  such  commercial  transactions,  and  that  such  suspension 
of  traffic  from  October  12  on  was  due  to  the  determination  taken  by 
the  manager  of  the  operations  of  the  company,  as  pubhshed  in  the 
newspapers  in  the  State  of  Zuha,  to  such  causes  as  were  made  public 
by  Manager  Simon — i.  e.,  the  lack  of  receipts.  It  is  in  no  way  estab- 
lished that  the  suspension  of  the  railroad  and  steamer  traffic  operations 
since  the  month  of  July  were  due  to  the  direct  individual  act  of  the 
Venezuelan  Government,  whether  by  government  is  understood  the 
one  which  terminated  on  October  19, 1899,  with  the  fall  of  Gen.  Ignacio 
Andrade  or  the  de  facto  government  succeeding  it  under  Gen.  Cipriano 
Castro. 

Neither  the  authorities  of  the  government  of  General  Andrade  nor 
the  revolutionary  forces  led  by  General  Castro,  which  afterwards  con- 
stituted the  government,  did  ever  perform  any  direct  act  which  may 
render  the  Venezuelan  Government  liable  for  the  suspension  of  traffic 
both  by  land  and  by  water  of  the  company  during  the  months  elapsed 
from  July,  1899,  to  October  12, 1899,  while  it  is  fully  estabUshed  that 
the  management  directed  the  suspension  of  the  operations  of  the  lines^ 
and  this  constitutes  an  act  of  its  own  voUtion. 

Even  in  the  event,  which  is  not  the  present  case,  that  the  govern- 
mental authorities  should  have  directed  the  traffic  of  the  trains  to 
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stop  temporarily  because  of  the  needs  of  war,  such  detennination 
coxdd  not  have  made  the  Government  of  Venezuela  incur  a  liability 
to  indemnify  the  damages  sustained. 

Hiere  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  it  is  the  right  of  a  goTermnent,  in  situations  of  dan- 
ger or  organized  rebellion  and  revolution,  to  take  such  measures  as  it  may  deem  proper  to 
prevent  the  passage  of  persons,  either  for  travel  or  business,  from  one  point  to  another  in 
the  localities  where  there  are  armed  and  organized  troops  of  insurrectionists,  and  to  this  end 
it  certainly  has  the  right  and  the  power  to  suspend  traffic  upon  any  line  of  transportation; 
but  this  right  is  coupled  with  a  corresponding  duty,  which  is  to  make  proper  compensation 
to  the  company  in  cases  other  than  those  where  the  territory  traversed  by  the  railroad  is  the 
theater  of  active  warlike  operations  between  armed  forces.  (Opinion  of  the  Hon.  Henry 
M.  Duffield,  umpire  in  the  German-Venezuelan  Claims  Commission  in  the  case  of  the  Great 
Baihoad  of  Venezuela  against  Venezuela,  Ralston's  Report,  p.  636.) 

That  the  authorities  of  the  State  of  Zuha  directed  the  suspension  of 
traffic  on  the  railroad  Une^  as  alleged,  has  not  been  established.  But 
even  in  such  case,  the  operations  of  war  being  active  precisely  within 
the  territory  over  which  the  railroad  runs,  the  right  to  suspend  traffic 
rested  with  said  authorities,  the  Government  of  Venezuela  not  having 
obligation  on  that  score  to  indemnify. 

The  interruption  of  the  ordinary  course  of  business  is  an  inevitable 
consequence  of  the  state  of  war,  to  which  both  natives  and  foreigners 
must  submit,  and  therefore  the  losses  suffered  imder  such  circum- 
stances do  not  create  any  liability  for  indemnification  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  territory  where  the  war  takes  place.  This  is  the  same 
rule  controlling  the  case  of  liability  when  the  property  of  neutrals 
suffers  a  direct  injury  or  is  destroyed  during  an  engagement  of  the 
belligerent  forces. 

No  government  compensates  its  subjects  for  losses  or  injuries  suffered  in  the  course  of 
civil  commotions    *     ♦    *.    (HaD,  4th  edition,  p.  232.) 

The  reason  for  this  is  obvious.  If  the  damages  suflFered  by  natives  as 
well  as  ahens  in  consequence  of  a  war  were  to  be  indenmified,  the  sum 
total  would  be  so  great  that  whatever  the  war  might  have  left  standing 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  indemnify  the  claimants  for  direct  damages. 
Payment  would  have  to  be  made  with  their  own  property,  and  per- 
haps even  this  would  not  suffice. 

If  governments  were  under  obUgations  to  accept,  such  liabilities  as 
the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  has  pretended  should 
be  charged  against  the  Venezuelan  Government  because  of  the  war, 
claiming  for  the  value  of  the  capital  invested  in  the  operation  of 
the  Santa  Barbara  and  El  Vigia  Railroad  an  indemnification  of 
18,000,000  francs,  because  the  state  of  war  compelled  the  company  to 
suspend  operations,  suppressing  all  its  revenues,  and  pretending 
besides  that  Venezuela  should  receive  in  exchange  both  the  railroad 
and  the  maritime  property  of  the  company  in  such  a  condition  as  it 
is  now,  why  should  it  not  be  admitted  also  that  all  railroad,  maritime, 
commercial,  industrial  companies,  even  the  imdertakers  and  funeral 
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directors  who  have  been  compelled  to  suspend  in  Venezuela  their 
active  business  transactions  on  account  of  a  state  of  war,  are  entitled 
to  transfer  to  the  State  their  several  business  properties  in  exchange 
for  an  indemnity  equivalent  to  their  working  capital  ?  The  claim  of 
the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  for  18,430,000  bolivars 
leads  to  such  absurdity. 

Tlie  foregoing  statements  are,  I  beheve,  sufficient  to  firmly  ^tab- 
lish  that  the  lack  of  grounds  to  base  the  claim  for  an  indemnification 
upon,  larger  than  the  two  I  have  acknowledged,  relieves  the  Vene- 
zuelan Grovemment  from  other  liabilities  to  the  French  Company  of 
Venezuelan  Railroads  than — 

First.  Indemnity  for  transportation  and  requisitions  as  established 
and  estimated  interest,  241,357.70  bolivars. 

Second.  Indemnity  for  damages  to  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara  and 
interest,  11,675  bolivars. 

Or  a  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty-three  thousand  and  thirty-two 
bolivars,  rejecting  the  other  claims,  as  they  are  not  fuUy  established. 
In  this  connection  I  beg  to  reaffirm  in  each  and  every  particular  my 
opinion  of  August  28,  1903. » 

Before  closing  this  paper  I  desire  to  be  allowed  to  make  two  remarks 
in  reference  to  the  opinion  submitted  by  my  learned  colleague  in  sup- 
port of  his  decision. 

The  first  remark  is  that  the  clfdm  my  colleague  quotes  in  his  opinion 
of  the  English  Company  of  the  Puerto  Cabello  and  Valencia  railroads,^ 
which  by  the  award  of  the  imipire  in  the  British- Venezuelan  mixed 
commission  obtained  an  indemnification  of  £231,794  .7s.  lid.,  has 
no  si^lilflrity  whatever  with  the  present  claim,  as  my  learned  colleague 
avers,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  essentially  differs  as  regards  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  rests.  Such  claim,  as  the  honorable  umpire  knows 
better  than  we  do,  as  he  p9.ssed  the  final  judgment  upon  the  matter, 
was  entered  before  the  commission  by  the  English  Grovemment  in 
behalf  of  the  Puerto  Cabello  and  Valencia  Railroad  Company,  demand- 
ing from  the  Venezuelan  Government  the  amoimt  of  £319,381  4s.  9d. 
as  arrears  on  the  guaranty  that  the  Venezuelan  Government  had 
given  the  English  railroad  company,  and  their  interest,  besides  a 
small  sum  for  freights.  The  English  Government  could  not  have 
submitted  to  an  international  arbitration  court  a  claim  similar  to 
that  submitted  to  this  commission  by  the  French  Company  of  Vene- 
zuelan Railroads.       . 

The  second  remark  is  that  it  was  not  Doctor  Patil  who  published 
a  volume  entitled ' '  IHctdmenes  del  Arbiiro  Venezolano  ^ '  (Opinions  of  the 
Venezuelan  Commissioner)  ,among  which  is  found  that  which  my  learned 

a  See  pp.  369-405. 

6  Herein,  p.  408,  and  citing  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston 's  Report,  p.  455. 
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colleague;  with  a  certain  amoirnt  of  fitness,  perhaps,  calls  '*a  formal 
defense  of  the  Venezuelan  nation.''  It  is  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment which  made  the  pubUcation,  and  it  may  be  possible  that  such 
step  has  been  taken  with  the  puqiose  that  the  French  commissioner 
or  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  companies  may  have  an  opportunity 
to  learn  as  far  in  advance  as  possible  the  arguments  therein  contained, 
so  as  to  be  able  to  contradict  them  with  convincing  proofs  and  argu- 
ments before  the  umpire.  I  will  simply  say  to  my  learned  colleague 
that  it  is  not  our  opinions  which  are  to  be  submitted  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  honorable  umpire.  It  is  the  mass  of  papers  and  docu- 
ments aroimd  which  the  claimant  has  woven  the  net  of  its  preten- 
sions which  will  give  no  little  trouble  to  the  honorable  umpire  to 
unravel.  It  is  the  claims  for  indemnification  against  the  Venezuelan 
Government  which  are  to  be  sifted  to  attain  the  ends  of  justice. 

I  also  submit  herewith  five  exhibits  translated  into  English,  marked, 
respectively,  with  the  numbers  2,  3,  4,  5,  and  6,  containing  several 
reports  from  the  railroad  inspectors  during  different  stages  of  the 
construction  and  operation  of  the  road  and  during  the  suspension 
of  traffic,  as  well  as  other  communications  from  the  company's  agents, 
addressed  to  the  department  of  promotion  (ministerio  de  fomento) 
of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela,  relating  to  the  facts  dealt  with 
in  the  present  case. 

NoBTHFiELD,  Vt.,  February  IS,  1906, 
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After  having  read  the  additional  memoir  presented  by  my  honorable 
colleague,  I  can  only  maintain  the  position  which  I  took  at  the  meet- 
ing of  the  commission  of  August  28,  1903,  and  explained  in  the  prior 
memoir. 

Although  Doctor  Patil  speaks  of  my  '^argimients,"  I  maintain  that 
I  have  rendered  my  opinion  according  to  my  conscience,  as  my  posi- 
tion as  an  *' arbitrator"  requires.  The  protocol  of  1902  gives  us  the 
title  of  ''arbitrators"  and  not  ''commissioners"  or  "advocates." 

I  have  no  arguments  to  furnish.  I  am  satisfied  to  examine  those 
of  the  company  and  its  defender,  Mr.  Dacraigne. 

I  have  judged  them  to  be  convincing.  I  have  read  the  two  memoirs 
presented  by  my  honorable  colleague,  not  to  combat  them,  but  to 
find  reasons  for  changing  my  convictions.  After  having  read  them 
my  conviction  remains  intact.  The  Venezuelan  Government  has 
failed  in  its  contractual  obligations  in  never  having  paid  to  the  com- 
pany the  guaranty  of  interest  as  agreed;  it  has  imposed  upon  the 
company,  which  was  forced  to  accept  it,  a  leonine  contract  of  which 
judges  in  equity  could  not  recognize  the  existence  any  more  than 
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ordinary  judges  can  accord  value  to  a  signature  given  under  threat; 
it  has  paid  the  pittance  which  it  has  kindly  given  on  this  occasion 
in  paper  without  value;  it  has  used  the  materials  of  the  company 
for  its  needs;  it  has  deprived  it  of  its  ordinary  resources  and  employees; 
it  has  not  even  paid  the  price  for  services  demanded.  Consequently 
it  has  obliged  the  company  to  suspend  operations.  It  is,  then,  respon- 
sible for  its  ruin,  and  it  owes  it  an  equitable  compensation.  The 
manner  which  I  have  adopted  for  calculating  this  compensation  seems 
to  me  to  be  the  only  one  which  meets  the  requirements  of  equity 
and  avoids,  as  the  spirit  of  the  protocol  desires,  a  new  claim  being 
held  after  the  arbitral  sentence  is  rendered.  Besides  this  estimation 
is  made  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  contract,  and  in  this 
mode  of  settlement  the  Venezuelan  Government  would  find  advan- 
tages, since  it  would  acquire  a  concession  and  a  line  of  railroad  at  a 
price  inferior  to  the  contract  price  estimated  by  itself. 

My  colleague  considers  that  my  decision  is  contrary  to  the  protocol 
and  that  the  commission  could  not  pronounce  the  rescission  of  a  con- 
tract.    Such  is  not  my  opinion.     What  are  the  terms  of  the  protocol  I 

The  commission  will  unite  for  the  purpose  of  examining  "the  claims 
for  indemnities  presented  by  Frenchmen.''  If  the  two  arbitrators 
"do  not  agree  upon  the  amount  of  indemnities  to  be  allowed,  the 
demands  will  be  submitted  by  them  to  an  umpire,''  who  "will  decide 
without  appeal."  The  protocol  says  nothing  else,  and  it  would  be  to 
take  from  it  all  the  efficacy  which  the  signers  wished  to  give  it  to 
restrain  the  powers  of  the  umpire  contrary  to  the  letter  and  to  the 
spirit  of  this  diplomatic  act.  The  protocol  was  intended  to  terminate 
all  the  differences  existing  between  Frenchmen  and  the  Government 
of  Venezuela,  and  has  placed  no  limitation  upon  the  sovereign  power 
of  the  arbitrators  to  weigh  and  decide  and,  in  case  of  disagreement 
between  the  latter,  that  of  the  umpire.  In  pronouncing  the  rescission, 
besides,  the  commission  would  only  cause  a  condition  of  fact  to  be 
registered,  solemnly,  and  consecrated,  the  Venezuelan  Government 
having  treated  the  contract  in  question  as  nonexisting,  since  it  has 
never  executed  its  clauses. 

Finally,  I  ought  to  remark  to  the  honorable  Mr.  Plumley  that  Doc- 
tor Patil  has  not  always  been  of  the  opinion  that  the  rescission  of  the 
contract  was. beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  commission,  since  at  the 
sitting  of  the  commission  of  May  12, 1903,  relative  to  the  Fieri  claim,  he 
decided  that  this  Frenchman  should  obtain  an  indemnity  in  exchange 
for  the  concession  which  he  held  of  a  contract  with  a  municipality. 
The  umpire  can  refer  to  the  extract  of  the  minutes  of  the  said  meeting, 
which  he  will  find  in  the  dossier  of  the  Fieri  claim. 

As  to  the  foundation  of  the  claim,  it  is  not  for  me  to  defend  the  com- 
pany of  which  I  am  not  the  advocate  but  the  judge;  I  can  only  pray 
the  umpire  to  go  over  the  dossier  and  the  argument  of  Mr.  Dacraigne. 
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It  only  remains  for  me  to  express  a  few  ideas  which  are  suggested  to 
me  by  the  additional  memoir  of  my  honorable  colleague,  additional 
memoir  which,  with  the  memoir  printed  in  the  **Dict&menes,"  form  so 
"well  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  that  the 
latter  has  presented  no  other  defense. 

In  support  of  his  opinions  Doctor  Padl  cites  passages  from  known 
authorities  and  decisions  of  arbitrators  whose  science  and  impartiality  I 
respect;  he  calls  to  his  aid  international  law  and  the  law  of  all  coun- 
tries. I  reply  that  these  authors,  these  arbitrators,  and  these  laws  agree 
in  proclaiming  that  States,  like  individuals,  are  boxmd  to  keep  their 
engagements  solemnly  made  and  to  pay  their  debts,  and  are  responsi- 
ble, like  individuals,  for  damages  which  their  faults  have  caused  to 
others. 

Doctor  Patil  asks  why  the  Venezuelan  Government  should  not  also 
reimburse  their  capital  to  all  enterprises,  "even  funerals,"  which  have 
suffered  in  Venezuela  from  operations  of  war.  And  to  this  question  I 
make  the  same  reply  as  he :  We  are  agreed  upon  the  above.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  that  in  the  claim  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan 
Railroads,  which  was  bound  to  the  Government  by  a  formal  contract 
and  has  rendered  it  service  worthy  of  remuneration. 

Doctor  Paril  maintains  that  there  is  no  possible  comparison  between 
this  claim  and  that  of  the  English  Company  of  Railroads  between 
Puerto  Cabello  and  Valencia.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  both 
cases  relate  to  the  nonpayment  of  a  guaranty  of  interest.  Only  they 
did  not  dare,  because  of  the  easy  access  of  English  fleets  to  Puerto 
Cabello,  to  impose  upon  the  English  company  the  conditions  which  the 
French  company  was  obliged  to  accept  under  penalty  of  obtaining 
nothing  for  the  sums  due  it.  A  look  cast  upon  the  map  of  Venezuela 
is  more  instructive  than  all  the  explanations. 

It  is  also  known  that  France  is  opposed  to  using  force  against  the 
weak  to  have  her  rights  respected.  Besides,  the  umpire  knows  better 
than  anyone  the  claim  of  the  English  company,  which  I  have  merely 
heard  spoken  of,  and  he  will  be  able,  knowing  the  case,  to  decide  if 
what  has  been  granted  the  one  can  be  refused  the  other  because  the 
other  is  less  fortunate  or  less  feared. 

Doctor  Patil  courteously  observes  to  me  that  it  is  the  Venezuelan 
Government  that  has  had  the  ^^Dictdmenes  del  drbitro  venezolano^' 
published,  perhaps  to  permit  the  French  arbitrator  and  the  advocates 
of  the  parties  to  understand  its  arguments,  and  besides  that  the  honor- 
able umpire  ought  to  pass,  not  upon  our  respective  decisions,  but  upon 
the  claims  themselves,  of  which  he  ought  to  become  conversant 
integrally. 

On  the  first  point,  I  reply  to  my  honorable  colleague  that  I  have 
never  criticized  the  publication  of  the  "Dict&menes" — I  have  no 
authority  at  all  to  do  so.     I  am  content  to  state  that  this  publication 
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emphasizes  the  character  of  the  ailments  of  the  ''Dict&menes"  and 
gives  to  the  French  claimants  the  right  of  replying,  as  certain  of  them 
have  done. 

On  the  second  point  I  am  happy  to  share  completely  the  opinion  of 
my  honorable  colleague.  It  will  be  necessary  to  remember  on  this 
occasion  that  it  is  not  the  first  time  that  we  have  agreed  since  we  have 
already  settled  together,  without  recourse  to  an  umpire,  72  claims  out 
of  the  80  that  were  submitted  to  us  under  the  protocol  of  1902. 

NoBTHFDCLD,  February^  I4,  1906. 
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July  26,  1887,  the  minister  of  public  works  of  the  United  States  of 
Venezuela,  duly  authorized,  executed  a  contract  with  the  Duke  of 
Momy,  a  French  citizen,  which  contract  was  duly  approved  by  the 
Congress  of  that  Republic  August  3,  1888.  It  contained  provisions 
which  are  summarized  by  the  umpire  as  follows : 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  conceded  to  the  party  above  named 
the  right  to  build  a  railroad  from  M6rida  to  the  Lake  of  Maracaibo; 
canalizing  the  river  Chamas,  the  Escalante,  or  any  other  navigable 
river  whatsoever;  the  exploitation  and  the  enjoyment  of  the  revenues 
of  the  enterprise  for  a  term  of  ninety-nine  years;  a  strip  of  500  meters 
of  land  on  each  side  of  the  railroad  track  without  payment  therefor  to 
be  taken  from  the  lands  of  the  nation;  the  right  to  avail  himself  of  the 
lands  belonging  to  individuals  which  might  become  necessary  for  the 
construction  of  the  railroad,  stations,  and  the  like,  in  conformity  with 
the  laws  governing  the  taking  of  lands  for  public  use  and  subject  to 
compensation  therefor;  the  wood  and  timber  necessary  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  works  to  be  taken  from  the  national  forest  without 
compensation  therefor;  the  right  to  introduce  into  the  coimtry  free  of 
import  duties  the  engines,  material,  instruments,  and  everything 
necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  line,  subjcict  only  to  proceeding 
in  reference  thereto  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  article  177  of 
the  code  of  finances;  the  right  of  exemption  from  assessments  at  all 
times  by  the  nation  and  the  State;  a  right  to  extension  of  the  time 
allowed  for  the  beginning  and  the  completion  of  the  works  when  delay 
was  caused  hj  force  majeure,  the  entire  extension  not  to  exceed  one 
year;  a  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  on  the  capital  in  shares,  bonds,  or  obU- 
gations;  the  right  to  construct  such  branch  lines  as  he  should  deem 
necessary;  the  privilege  of  transferring  the  contract  thus  executed  to 
any  other  person  or  company  at  his  pleasure  on  notice  to  the  Vene- 
zuelan Government. 

The  Duke  of  Momy  obUgated  himself  in  said  contract  to  begin  the 
said  railroad  and  the  canalization  of  the  river,  in  case  it  be  necessaiji 
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within  (me  year  from  the  date  of  the  contract  and  to  finish  the  line  in 
three  years  therefrom;  to  yield  up  to  the  Government  of  Venezuela  at 
the  expiration  of  the  said  ninety-nine  years,  without  indemnity  there- 
for, the  enterprise  with  all  its  annexes  and  properties;  to  carry  the 
mail  free  of  charge;  to  transport  for  one-half  the  established  rates  the 
employees  of  the  Government,  its  soldiers,  troops,  and  elements  of 
war;  to  the  resolution  by  the  competent  tribunals  of  the  RepubUc,  in 
conformity  with  its  laws,  of  all  doubts  and  controversies  which  might 
arise  from  the  contract. 

August  13,  1888,  certain  declarations  and  amplifications  to  the  fore- 
going were  made  by  Gen.  Guzm4n.  Blanco,  envoy  extraordinary  and 
minister  plenipotentiary  for  Venezuela,  to  and  with  the  said  Duke  of 
Momy,  which  are  summarized  by  the  umpire  as  follows:  The  Govern- 
ment of  Venezuela  thereby  and  therein  conceded  to  the  other  party 
that  the  railroad  from  M6rida  to  Lake  Maracaibo  was  to  be  divided  into 
two  sections;  the  first  section  was  to  start  from  a  poiat  upon  the  river 
Escalante,  which  point  the  concessionary  was  to  determine,  and  to  be 
continued  for  a  length  of  60  kilometers  in  the  direction  of  M6rida;  the 
second  section  was  to  start  from  the  terminal  point  of  this  first  section 
and  continue  to  the  city  of  M6rida;  an  extension  of  the  time  fixed  in 
said  modification  of  the  contract  for  the  building  of  the  first  section 
equal  to  the  delay  suffered,  if  the  delay  was  caused  hj  force  majeure; 
the  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  provided  for  in  the  original  contract  to 
begin  when  the  first  section  was  opened  for  exploitation;  an  extension 
of  the  time  fixed  in  this  modification  to  the  original  contract  foar  the 
building  of  the  second  section  was  to  be  made  equivalent  to  the  delay 
suffered,  if  the  delay  was  caused  by  force  majeure;  establishing  the 
capital  at  an  estimate  of  300,000  boUvars  per  kilometer  for  the  first 
section  and  at  350,000  bolivars  per  kilometer  for  the  second  section, 
the  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  to  rest  upon  the  amount  of  this  estimate;  to 
pay  the  said  guaranty  in  three  equal  parts  at  equal  periods  diuring  the 
yei^r;  to  add  to  the  material  which  was  to  be  imported  free  of  duty 
imder  the  terms  of  the  original  contract  the  engines,  material,  and 
instruments  necessary  for  the  running  of  the  railroad;  and  that  during 
the  period  of  twelve  years  from  the  date  of  the  said  modification  of  the 
original  contract  the  Government  would  not  establish  a  service  of 
navigation  to  carry  on  traffic  between  the  terminal  point  of  the  rail- 
road or  any  points  upon  the  Escalante  and  the  different  ports  of  the 
Lake  of  Maracaibo. 

The  concessionary  was  obligated  therein  to  begin  the  work  of  build- 
ing the  first  section  of  said  railroad  within  six  months  from  August  13, 
1888,  and  to  complete  the  same  within  two  years  therefrom;  to  com- 
plete the  construction  of  the  second  section  within  four  years  from  the 
date  named,  and  to  introduce  the  material  which  was  to  come  iq  duty 
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free  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  the  law  of  finances  provided 
for  in  such  matters. 

April  16,  1891,  further  modifications  of  the  contract  were  made  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  by  and  with  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads,  which 
latter  had  succeeded  to  the  rights  of  the  original  concessionary^  which 
modifications  are  summarized  by  the  umpire  as  follows:  The  Republic 
ratified  in  behalf  of  said  company  the  contract  of  August  13, 1888,  and 
confirmed  the  original  contracts  except  where  they  were  contrary  to 
the  conditions  named  in  that  modification.  The  company  renoimced 
and  declared  null  and  void  Article  X  of  the  contract  of  August  13, 
1888,  which  gave  exclusive  navigation  privileges  on  the  river  Esca- 
lante  and  the  different  ports  of  the  Lake  of  Maracaibo.  It  was  mutu- 
ally stipulated  that  the  concession  was  to  be  limited  to  the  first 
section,  which  was  to  extend  from  Santa  Barbara  to  Camino  Real,  a 
point  1  kilometer  distant  from  La  Vigia.  The  guaranty  of  7  per  cent 
was  to  be  reduced  by  the  amoxmt  of  the  net  benefits  received  by  the 
company,  these  being  composed  of  the  net  product  of  the  receipts  of 
every  nature  made  by  the  exploitation  of  the  railroad  after  deducting 
the  general  expenses  of  the  company  and  of  its  management;  the 
sums  paid  on  account  of  said  guaranty  to  be  treated  as  advances  only, 
to  be  returned  as  and  when  the  benefits  received  by  the  company 
exceeded  7  per  cent  on  the  guaranteed  capital  by  applying  one-half 
of  such  excess  in  liqiddation  of  said  advances  until  all  was  reim- 
bursed; that  after  said  advances  had  been  fully  reimbursed  the  Gov- 
ernment was  to  continue  to  share  in  said  benefits  to  the  extent  of  20 
per  cent  thereof.  There  was  added  to  the  provision  in  regard  to  the 
resolution  of  all  doubts  and  controversies  by  the  tribunals  of  the  Re- 
public the  further  agreement  that  in  no  case  were  these  doubts  and 
controversies  to  give  place  to  international  claims. 

It  will  be  observed  that  by  the  modification  of  the  original  contract 
made  August  13,  1888,  the  capital  of  the  company  for  the  purpose  of 
reckoning  the  guaranty  was  estimated  at  18,000,000  francs. 

Following  this  arrangement  a  French  company  was  formed  Sep- 
tember 28,  1888,  taking  the  name  of  French  Company  of  Venezuelan 
Railroads,  with  headquarters  at  Paris,  and  its  duration  limited  to 
ninety-nine  years.  The  concessions  obtained  by  the  Duke  of  Momy 
were  taken  over  by  this  company.  The  social  fund  was  fixed  at 
300,000  francs,  divided  into  6,000  shares  of  500  francs  each;  the 
other  resources  of  the  company  necessary  to  the  enterprise  were  to  be 
raised  by  a  loan.  The  laws  of  the  company  provided  that  from  the 
guaranty  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  of  7  per  cent  there  should  be 
set  aside  annually  a  sufficient  sum  to  insure  the  payment  of  interest 
on  the  capital,  which  was  to  be  obtained  by  loans.    This  guaranty  was 
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reckoned  to  produce  126^000  francs  annually  on  the  estimated  capital 
of  18,000,000  francs. 

October  26,  1888,  the  company  created  41,664  obligations  of  a 
nominal  value  of  500  francs,  each  representing  25  francs  annual 
interest. 

With  the  capital  thus  provided,  a  syndicate  undertook  to  construct 
the  railway,  pay  the  interest  in  the  meantime,  and  reserve  finally  to 
the  company  for  current  funds  at  the  time  the  first  section  was  ready 
for  exploitation  the  sxmi  of  300,000  francs.  The  building  of  the  road 
was  in  progress  from  1889  to  1892. 

It  is  complained  by  the  company  that  on  April  16,  1891,  the  Gov- 
ernment, by  the  rule  of  the  stronger,  compelled  in  the  agreement  of 
that  date,  the  provisions  of  which  have  already  been  stated,  the  intro- 
duction of  the  clause  into  the  original  contract  that  there  was  to  be 
deducted  from  the  amoimt  of  the  guaranty  the  actual  net  profits  of 
the  company. 

September  29,  1891,  the  first  section  was  nearly  completed  and 
about  ready  for  use,  when  there  occurred  a  very  serious  inundation, 
causing  a  considerable  delay  and  the  expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of 
money  to  reconstruct  the  parts  destroyed.  It  was  April  1,  1892, 
when  the  company  considered  the  work  of  construction  completed 
and  demanded  of  the  Government  its  acceptance.  But  the  State  of 
Andes  was  then  in  revolt,  while  that  of  ZuUa  was  loyal  to  the  titular 
Government.  A  portion  of  the  railroad  was  in  each  State.  To  whom 
should  it  apply  ?    Which  was  its  Government  t 

August  5,  1892,  the  company  made  publication  in  the  local  papers 
of  the  fact  of  the  completion  of  the  railroad  and  that  it  had  begun 
business.  

The  company  suffered  badly  from  the  insurrection,  in  requisitions 
from  both  sides,  in  the  dispersions  of  its  workmen,  in  the  disappear- 
ance of  its  traffic,  while  the  Government  in  the  midst  of  this  intestine 
war  paid  neither  requisitions,  damages,  nor  guaranties.  The  line 
was  repaired  from  the  resources  of  the  company,  but  it  thereby 
exhausted  its  capital,  and  November  1,  1892,  judicial  liquidation 
resulted.  The  creditors  accepted  the  proposition  made  by  the  com- 
pany to  pay  them  pro  rata  and  permitted  it  to  continue  its  enter- 
prise. 

February  23,  1893,  the  engineer  of  the  Government  examined  the 
line  and  declared  it  to  be  well  constructed  and  advised  that  by  April 
1,  1893,  it  would  be  in  a  situation  to  be  accepted  by  the  Government* 
)farch  23,  1893,  the  decree  of  inauguration  was  published,  and  on 
May  10,  1893,  the  record  was  made  of  its  definite  acceptance  by  the 
Venezuelan  Government,  dated  back  to  April  1  of  that  year.  As 
^  matter  of  fact,  the  line  had  been  in  operation  since  1892,  with 
receipts  for  tbfi't  year  a^regating  149,241.21  francs,  for  1893  the 
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receipts  being  570,061.37  francd,  and  in  1894  they  were  458,525.24 
francs. 

An  earthquake  in  1894  did  great  damage  to  the  roadbed  and  to 
the  bridges,  which  required  large  expenditures  to  restore.  The 
receipts  through  its  traffic  were  insufficient  to  meet  these  expendi- 
tures, and  the  national  Government,  though  repeatedly  luged  so 
to  do,  paid  neither  guaranties  nor  indemnities  nor  requisitions.  At 
the  general  meeting  of  the  shareholders  of  the  company,  held  June 
30,  1894,  its  reports  showed  a  claim  against  the  Venezuelan  Govern- 
ment amoimting  to  2,205,000  francs.  In  fact,  the  repairs  which  were 
required  by  the  earthquake  had  been  made  only  by  the  issue  of  bonds 
of  the  denomination  of  600  francs,  drawing  interest  at  6  per  cent,  to 
be  reimbursed  by  the  sums  to  be  received  from  the  respondent  Gov- 
ernment. On  Jxme  20,  1896,  the  report  to  the  general  meeting  of  the 
shareholders  showed  a  claim  against  this  Government  of  5,820,785.47 
francs.  In  1894  the  company  issued  800  of  the  bonds,  which  have 
been  mentioned,  and  in  1895  it  made  a  further  issue  of  400.  In  the 
month  of  December  of  this  last-named  year  requisitions  by  the 
national  Government  began  again;  the  financial  condition  of  the 
company  became  more  strenuous.  It  sought  diplomatic  aid  through 
its  own  Government,  but  obtained  no  results.  December  31,  1895, 
it  claimed  of  the  Government  of  Venezuela  as  follows: 

BoUtaib. 

For  guaranty  to  December  31, 1896 4,725,000.00 

Damage  to  the  exploitation 396,d24.75 

Damage  for  recruiting  its  workmen 525,509.57 

Requisitions 06,320.00 

Damage  resulting  from  the  nonpayment  of  the  guaranty  for  the  issue  of 
bonds 1,308,000.00 

Total 7,051,754.32 

The  years  1892  to  1894,  both  inclusive,  were  involved  more  or  less 
in  the  successful  Crespo  revolution.  It  was  February  20,  1894,  that 
General  Crespo  became  constitutional  President  of  the  Republic  for 
a  term  of  four  years.  But  it  was  not  imtil  the  year  1895  that  his 
authority  was  everywhere  recognized,  and  up  to  that  time  there 
were  occasional  revolutionary  outbreaks,  entailing  large  expense  upon 
the  Government  and  lessening  and  interrupting  its  sources  and  means 
of  revenue. 

The  answer  of  the  national  Government  to  the  repeated  and  indent 
requests  of  the  company  for  the  recognition  and  payment  of  its  credits 
was  always  a  lack  of  funds,  of  which  fact  there  could  be  no  real  demaL 
The  respondent  Government  had  not,  however,  agreed  to  the  sunk 
demanded  of  it  by  the  company. 

By  1896  the  financial  condition  of  the  national  Government  had 
greatly  improved,  and  in  April  of  that  year^  together  with  Mr,  Charles 
Weber,  the  didy  constituted  representative  of  the  French  CoiDpany 
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of  Venezuelan  Railroads,  it  took  up  the  claims  of  that  company. 
Substantially  the  same  figures  were  presented  to  the  respondent 
Grovemment  as  have  been  here  produced  of  date  December  31,  1895. 
The  consideration  and  discussion  of  these  affairs  resulted  in  a  formal 
convention  made  April  18, 1896,  when  was  brought  in  first  a  rehearsal 
of  the  salient  matters  of  the  previous  contracts  and  then  the  state- 
ment of  the  claim  of  the  company  against  the  respondent  Gk)vem- 
ment.     This  statement  is  succeeded  by  the  language  which  follows: 

(e)  The  Govemment  has  refused  the  payment  of  this  guaranty  during  the  time  between 
April  1,  1892  (date  upon  which  the  line  would  have  been  opened  to  traffic  had  it  not  been 
for  the  forced  recruiting  of  workmen),  and  June  1, 1893,  date  of  the  official  inauguration;  and, 
furthermore,  it  has  refused  the  payment  of  the  amount  of  2326,751.32  bolivars,  which  treats 
of  damages  not  well  founded. 

•  The  company,  although  maintaining  in  principle  the  good  foundation  of  the  claim,  shows 
itself  disposed  to  make  important  concessions  in  view  of  arriving  at  an  agreement,  and  after 
lengthy  discussions  upon  the  accounts  pcesented  the  Government  and  the  company  by  way 
of  a  transaction  have  agreed  upon  that  which  foUows: 

Abt.  1.  The  company  reduces  to  1,950,000  bolivars  the  total  amount  of  aD  its  claims  for 
the  guaranty  of  7  per  cent,  liquidated  until  December  31, 1895,  for  every  other  cause  which 
it  would  have  the  right  to  invoke. 

Abt.  2.  For  the  redemption  of  the  obligation  by  which  the  Ck)vemment  has  to  continue 
to  pay  the  same  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  upon  18,000,000  bolivars  guaranteed  capital  during 
ninety-nine  years,  the  term  of  the  above-mentioned  contract,  the  company  consents  to 
receive  2,500,000  bolivars.  Articles  2,  3,  and  4  of  the  said  contract  of  June  17,  1891, 
become  by  this  fact  without  force. 

Abt.  3.  The  payment  of  both  these  amounts  is  to  be  made  by  the  Government  simultane- 
ously with  the  present  act  and  by  remitting  to  the  representative  of  the  company  an  order 
upon  the  Disconto  GeseUschaft  of  Berlin  for  the  amount  of  4,450/XX)  bolivars  in  bonds  at 
par  of  the  Venezuelan  loan  of  the  Disconto  GeseUschaft  of  1896  bearing  5  per  cent  interest 
annually  with  1  per  cent  amortization,  the  same  order  bearing  moreover  the  signed 
approval  of  the  agent  of  the  Disconto  at  Caracas. 

Abt.  4.  The  representative  of  the  company  declares  in  consequence  the  nation  to  be  free 
from  every  responsibility,  as  well  upon  the  guaranty  of  7  per  cent  already  due  as  for  the  obli- 
gation to  pay  this  same  guaranty  in  the  future,  and  he  will  repeat  this  same  declaration  in 
the  receipt  which  he  will  give  to  the  direction  of  the  Disconto  GeseUschaft. 

Abt.  5.  The  company  binds  itself  within  six  months  from  this  date  to  repair  whatever 
deteriorations  have  been  sustained  by  the  railroad  from  the  changiog  of  the  course  of  the 
river  Chamas,  and  to  keep  the  line  in  a  good  condition  for  use,  in  conformity  with  obligations 
assumed  in  the  previous  contracts,  and  submitting  itself  to  the  penalties  which  the  law, 
inflict  in  this  matter. 

Abt.  6.  In  all  that  which  is  not  opposed  to  the  stipulations  of  this  convention  the  rights 
and  obligations  resulting  for  the  company  from  anterior  contracts  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  retain  all  their  force  and  all  their  vigor. 

Made  in  duplicate  at  Caracas,  April  18, 1896. 

Two  days  thereafter  the  ministers  of  finance  and  of  public  works 
for  Venezuela  made  the  foUowing  communication: 

Cabaoas,  April  20, 1896. 
To  the  DmscnoN  op  thb  Disconto  GsssLLaoHArr,  Berlin. 

Gentlemen:  In  conformity  with  the  provisions  of  article  5  of  the  contracts  of  the  loans. 

passed  between  our  Government  and  your  direction,  the  citizen  President  of  the  Republic 

informs  you  that,  in  accordance  with  the  contract  passed  between  the  national  Government 

and  the  French  Company  of  Venessuelan  Railroads,  you  will  have  to  remit  to  the  said  com- 

8.  Doc.  633,  59-1 28 
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paay  the  sum  of  4,430,000  bolivars  in  bonds  of  Venezuelan  loan  of  1896  at  5  per  cent  annua] 
interest,  with  1  per  cent  amortization. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  in  giving  you  the  receipt  for  this  amount  the  French  Company  of 
Venezuelan  Railroads  is  obliged  to  make  the  following  declarations: 

''That  it  recognizes  as  annuUed  ail  its  credits  against  the  Venezuelan  Qovemment  for  Uie 
guaranty  of  7  per  cent  dtie  up  to  December  31,  1895,  and  that  it  r^iounoes  absolutely 
this  guaranty  during  the  remainder  of  the  ninety-nine  years,  the  term  of  its  oonoession; 
that  in  consequence  it  declares  the  nation  freed  from  all  responsibilities." 

:  June  27,  1896,  there  was  a  general  meeting  of  the  shareholders  of 
the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads^  and  the  council  of 
administration  made  its  report.     In  that  report  is  f oimd  the  following : 

At  the  beginning  of  this  year,  1896,  the  Venezuelan  Government,  being  desirous  of  mak- 
ing a  settlement  of  its  debts  with  the  different  railroad  companies  of  Venezuela,  negotiated 
with  the  Bank  of  Berlin,  the  Disoonto  Gesellschaft,  for  the  creation  of  a  loan,  called  the 
Venezuelan  loan  of  1896,  bearing  5  per  cent  annual  interest  and  with  1  per  cent  amortiza- 
tion, and  payable  within  the  term  of  thirty-six  years  and  a  half.  Tlie  loan  was  guaranteed 
by  custom-house  receipts.  The  nominal  amount  of  this  loan  was  fixed  at  50,000,000 
bolivars. 

Each  of  the  German,  French,  English,  and  other  railroad  companies  were  invited  by 
the  .Venezuelan  Government  to  negotiate  simultaueously  the  payment  of  what  was  due 
them  and  the  redemption  of  the  guaranty  which  had  been  conceded.  Each  of  these  com- 
panUs,  after  livdy  debates,  accepted  the  oonditioM  imposed  by  the  Venezuelan  OovemmerU, 
harsh  as  they  were,  under  penalty  of  seeing  themselves  diminaied  forever  from  the  only  eom- 
hmaiion  which  might  terminate  their  credit  upon  this  Government. 

Like  the  other  companies,  we  then  accepted  the  conditions  which  were  imposed  upon 
us.  However,  we  did  not  authorize  our  mandatary  at  Caracas  to  give  our  acceptance 
until  cfter  we  had  taken  counsel  and  received  the  authority  cf  the  controllers  appointed  by 
the  shareholders. 

*  *  *  *  *  *  * 

Seeing  the  necessity  of  keeping  the  social  assets  up  to  their  full  value  and  with  the  author- 
ity of  the  controllers -appointed  in  execution  of  the  concordat  to  represent  the  creditors, 
the  company  has  had  to  issue  up  to  this  date  2,500  privileged  bonds  of  500  francs  to  procure 
funds  for  repairing  the  line,  repairs  which  are  not  yet  finished. 

Rec^tly  the  Venezuelan  Government,  having  shown  a  desire  to  settle  with  the  different 
companies  of  railroads  in  Venezuela,  our  company,  following  the  example  of  the  German, 
English,  and  other  companies,  sent  to  Venezuela  its  formal  representatives,  and  after  a  long 
negotiation  it  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  the  Government  of  Venezuela  the  remittance 
for  the  balance  of  credits  and  for  the  redemption  of  the  guaranty  for  the  future  <^  its  con- 
cession a  net  sum  of  3,200,000  bolivars  in  bonds  of  Venezuelan  loan  of  5  per  cent,  1896, 
above  mentioned.  '^■ 

The  able  patronage  of  the  Disconto  GeseUschaft  of  Berlin  assures  the  actual  value  of 
this  title. 

However  grievous  such  a  transaction  has  seemed  to  us,  we  had  to  resign  ourselves,  after 
having  been  authorized  by  the  ofiScial  representatives  of  the  shareholders  to  accept  it, 
like  other  railroad  companies,  as  the  only  means  of  obtaining  any  indemnity  what- 
ever.   *    *    * 

We  shall  request  of  you,  gentlemen,  to  ratify  the  transaction  between  the  Venezudan 
Qovemment  and  your  company. 

After  the  reading  of  this  report  the  shareholders  passed  the  resolu- 
tion which  follows: 

The  special  assembly,  after,  having  heard  the  report  of  the  council  of  adminifftration 
read,  ratifies  the  transaction  between  the  Venezuelan  Government  and  the  council  of  admin- 
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istration  of  the  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads,  assuring  regularly  the  debts  of  the 
said  Qovemment  toward  the  said  company  and  the  redemption  of  the  guaranty  in  favor 
of  the  said  company  by  act  of  concession  which  had  been  attributed  to  it. 

June  25,  1897,  there  was  an  annual  meeting  of  the  shareholders. of 
the  company,  and  among  its  proceedings  is  found  a  resolution  which  is 
here  reproduced: 

Second  resolution.  The  general  assembly,  approving  the  measures  taken  by  the  botmcil 
of  administration  following  the  disturbances  caused  by  the  inundations  which*  succeeded 
the  earthquake  of  1894,  authorizes  it,  so  far  as  it  has  need,  to  realize  in  the  best  measures 
possible  a  complement  of  the  loan  voted  in  1894,  which  will  be  represented  by  1,500  privi- 
leged bonds  of  the  nominal  value  of  500  francs,  bearing  6  per  cent  annual  interest  and 
redeemable  in  at  least  ten  years  from  January  15,  1897,  raising  thus  from  2,500  to  4,000 
the  total  number  of  these  ten-year  bonds. 

June  30,  1898,  there  occurred  an  annual  meeting  of  the  shareholders 
of  the  company.  There  was  a  report  of  the  management  of  the  line 
for  the  year  then  past,  from  which  it  is  learned  that  the  exploitation 
suffered  a  loss  of  10,401.75  francs,  and  that  the  finishing  of  the  repairs, 
bridges,  buildings,  etc.,  amoimted  to  499,805.70  francs.  There  fol- 
lowed certain  resolutions,  the  second  of  which  is  here  quoted : 

Second  resolution.  The  general  meeting  of  the  shareholders  authorizes  the  council  of 
administration,  first,  to  remit,  July  1,1898,  the  full  amount  of  the  bonds  of  the  Venezuelan 
loan,  5  per  cent,  1896,  which  the  company  possesses  oh  deposit  under  its  name  at  the 
Disconto  Qesellschaft  at  Berlin,  contra:  (a)  the  remission  of  3,619  ten-year  privileged 
bonds,  6  per  cent,  of  the  company,  (6)  a  balance  in  cash  of  390,500  francs;  second,  to  call 
on  July  15, 1898,  for  the  redemption  at  par  of  500  francs  on  381  privileged  bonds,  6  per 
cent,  of  the  following  numbers,  and  to  raise,  to  meet  thb  payment,  the  sum  of  190,500 
francs  of  the  390,500  francs  received  as  in  article  1.  The  balance  of  200,000  francs  will 
be  used  as  current  fund.     (Numbers  of  the  bonds  here  given.) 

Jime  29,  1899,  there  again  occurred  the  company's  annual  meeting. 
The  directors  presented  their  report,  from  which  is  taken  the  following 
quotation: 

Our  railroad  has  given  us  an  income  of  8,966.23  francs,  while  our  service  of  navigation 
has  caused  us  a  loss  of  22,324.83  francs.  There  is,  then,  a  net  loss  of  13,358.60  francs. 
We  have  finished  the  repairing  of  the  damages  which  were  caused  by  the  earthquake  of  1894 
and  by  the  floods  which  up  to  1897  were  the  consequence.  The  special  expenses  paid  for 
this  in  1898  reached  149,191.86  francs,  which  were  settled  by  means  of  funds  at  hand;  the 
latter  were  reduced  December  30  last  to  51,344.86  francs.  The  somewhat  unsatisfac- 
tory results  are  attributable  almost  exclusively  to  the  consequences  of  the  political  crisis 
which  had  been  going  on  in  Venezuela  for  the  greater  part  of  the  year.  *  *  *  Among 
the  256,126.14  francs  of  the  different  debits  found  in  the  balance  sheet  which  we  are 
going  to  submit  to  you  the  Venezuelan  Grovemment  is  set  down  for  174,077.20  francs. 

For  some  months  quiet  seems  to  have  been  reestablished  in  the  country.  We  hope  that 
with  it  the  commercial  situation  will  resume  normal  conditions  and  that  our  exploitation 
will  profit  from  it. 

The  first  months  of  1899  seemed  to  justify  this  hope. 

The  reimbursement  of  our  privileged  bonds  has  been  carried  on  regularly  and  in  con- 
formity with  your  decision  of  June  30,  1898. 

Earlier  in  this  opinion  the  gross  receipts  of  the  railroad  for  1894 
were  stated.     The  net  result  for  that  year  was  72,332.15  francs.     In 
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1895  the  net  receipts  were  101,676.97  francs  and  in  1896  they  were 
102,319.28  francs.  In  1897  the  respondent  Government  employed  the 
line  to  transport  its  troops  and  materials,  but  paid  nothing  and  did  not 
answer  the  claims  presented  by  the  company.  As  a  result  the  year 
1897  showed  a  loss;  similarly,  the  year  1898. 

The  4,000  bonds  issued  by  the  company,  imder  authorization  which 
has  been  quoted,  were  largely  held  by  the  companies  Dyle  £  Bacalan 
and  of  Tives-Lille,  and  with  these  companies  it  had  always  been  under- 
stood that  the  payments  made  by  the  State  were  to  be  used  first  of  all 
in  payment  of  these  bonds ;  it  was  for  this  reason  and  under  the  author- 
ity above  quoted  and  by  reason  of  the  general  inexecution  of  the 
engagements  of  the  State  toward  the  company,  that  in  the  month  of 
June,  1898,  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  turned  over 
to  these  financial  companies  the  Venezuelan  loan  of  1896,  which  was 
arranged  through  the  Disconto  Gesellschaft,  of  Berlin.  And,  as  has 
been  seen  in  the  quotation  last  made,  there  was  left  for  the  current  use 
of  the  railroad  company  a  balance  of  200,000  francs.  In  June,  1898, 
there  was  a  new  revolutionary  movement  affecting  especially  the 
States  of  Zulia  and  Andes.  The  general  in  charge  of  the  Federal 
forces  drafted  the  workmen.  The  director,  Mr.  Brun,  was  shot  at 
Santa  Barbara  in  the  midst  of  a  conflict,  and  died  of  his  wounds;  there 
were  requisitions  of  material,  of  trains  for  the  transfer  of  troops,  of 
war  material,  etc.  The  passenger  and  freight  service  was  paralyzed ; 
the  claims  of  the  railroad  received  no  attention  from  the  Government; 
there  was  no  payment  for  the  services  and  sacrifices  required  of  and 
imposed  upon  the  company,  and  its  very  existence  was  seriously 
threatened.  It  appealed  to  its  own  Government,  it  rehearsed  its 
wrongs  and  grievances  but  it  obtained  no  relief.  Just  as  the  exploita- 
tion began  again  to  yield  some  income  and  the  revenues  of  the  national 
Grovemment  began  to  quicken,  the  successful  revolution  of  General 
Castro  broke  out.  Requisitions  were  again  in  evidence  and  more  than 
ever  before.  Destruction  was  manifest  on  all  sides;  grave  losses  were 
caused  to  the  boats;  while  the  revolutions  took  from  it  its  traffic,  the 
Gk)vemment  made  requisitions  and  neither  paid  anything. 

This  successful  revolution  of  Greneral  Castro  which  began  in  the 
spring  of  1899  brought  serious  disaster  to  the  railroad  in  many  ways. 
A  letter  of  date  October  12,  1899,  to  the  French  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  by  Mr.  Reynaud  of  the  adniinistrative  board  vividly  portrays 
the  situation.     Selections  therefrom  are  quoted:  • 

The  political  and  revolutionary  crisis  which  exists  in  Venezuela  has  not  diminiahed  in 
intensity  since  the  last  communication  which  we  had  the  honor  of  addresailig  to  you  August 
23  last. 

Our  property  and  all  our  possessions — our  railroad  material  and  our  boats — ^have  not 
ceased  for  several  months  to  be  arbitrarily  seized  or  sequestered  by  the  authorities,  now  said 
to  be  legal,  now  revolutionary.  The  future  of  the  exploitation  of  our  railroad  and  boats  vi 
grievously  compromised  in  the  source  of  its  receipts. 
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The  harvests  are  destroyed,  abandoned,  or  lost;  the  workmen  are  pursued  and  tracked  in 
the  forests;  the  owners  and  merchants  in  flight  or  ruin. 
Finally,  our  resources  are  exhausted. 
We  have  been  obliged,  then,  to  suspend  our  exploitation. 

It  was  two  days  anterior  to  the  date  of  the  above  letter  that  Mr. 
Simon,  general  manager  of  the  railroad,  informed  the  citizen  president 
of  Zulia  in  writing  that  ** because  oi  force  majeure^ ^  all  operations  of 
the  steamers  and  of  the  railroad  from  Santa  B&rbara  to  La  Vigia  were 
suspended.  In  this  communication  the  force  majeure  referred  to  is 
thus  explained: 

1.  All  the  resources  which  the  company  had,  whether  at  Paris  or  at  Maracaibo,  have  been 
completely  exhausted  in  paying  the  expenses  of  this  railroad  and  its  steamer  Santa  Bdrbara 
during  all  of  the  revolutions,  and  then  the  Venezuelan  Government  and  the  insurgents  used 
these  means  of  transfer  until  little  by  little  they  became  masters  of  them. 

2.  Since  September  27,  1899,  the  revolutionists  have  again  taken  possession  of  the  line, 
and  consequently  we  can  have  no  receipts  except  from  our  steamers  and  of  these  the  Govern- 
ment is  constantly  taking  possession. 

3.  All  our  efforts  with  the  national  Government  at  Caracas,  as  well  as  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Zulia,  to  recover  the  lai^ge  sums  which  they  owed  the  company,  have  had  no  success, 
not  even  for  the  little  sums  of  300  and  144  bolivars,  which  were  to  be  paid  October  3, 1899. 

4.  In  these  conditions  if  the  company  continued  the  exploitation  it  would  be  obliged  to  go 
into  bankruptcy. 

5.  It  mspends  its  exploitations  without  renouncing  its  rights  on  that  accovnt  upon  the  am- 
cession  of  ^  railroad  from  Santa  Bdrhara  toJLa  Vigia  vntU  the  special  settlemeni  takes  place 
between  the  French  company  and  the  Oovemment. 

A  communication  to  the  same  effect  was  sent  to  the  national  Gov- 
ernment through  its  minister  of  public  works.  In  it  Mr.  Simon  stated 
that  the  revolution  had  made  it  impossible  for  the  railroad  to  receivie 
any  benefit  during  the  months  of  Jime,  July,  and  August.  It  was  there 
stated  that  in  September  there  was  a  suspension  of  hostilities  and  there 
were  some  receipts;  but  that  the  new  revolution  broke  out  September 
27,  since  which  time  the  traffic  had  ceased.  The  use  of  the  steamer 
plying  between  Santa  Barbara  and  Maracaibo  had  terminated, 
because  of  the  order  of  the  customs  officer  forbidding  its  use  and  of  the 
confirmation  of  the  same  by  the  president  of  the  State. 

The  situation  is  there  summarized  by  Mr.  Simon  as  follows: 

1.  It  is  not  possible  for  the  exploitation  to  gain  any  receipts  since  the  revolutionists  are 
masters;  and  up  to  this  day,  October  10,  there  is  not  hope  that  the  Government  can  retake 
this  city. 

2.  The  Venezuelan  Government  can  not  pay  the  company  any  of  its  debts  nor  even  give  it 
an  account  nor  make  any  promises  for  the  future. 

3.  The  company  has  no  longer  any  resources,  having  exhausted  everything  by  which  it 
may  meet  expenses  of  the  line,  while  it  has  made  no  receipts  because  of  the  frequent  revo- 
lutions. 

Considering  that  this  state  of  affairs  has  caused  it  prejudices  and  enormous  damages,  and 
that  if  it  continued  its  expenses  it  would  be  led  into  bankruptcy,  the  company  sees  itself 
because  offeree  majeure  obliged  to  suspend  the  exploitation  of  its  line  and  its  steamers  until 
a  settlement  may  be  made  with  the  national  Government  of  the  United  States  of  Venezuela; 
that  the  company  does  not  abandon  its  right  upon  the  concession  of  the  said  railroad  from 
Santa  B&rbara  to  La  Vigia. 
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October  22,  1899,  by  coHunnnication  of  Mr.  Simon  to  the  company 
at  Paris  it  is  learned  that  the  archives  and  records  of  the  company  had 
been  locked  up  in  the  safes  and  a  detailed  inventory  had  been  given 
the  consular  agent  of  France  at  Maracaibo;  that  the  entire  personnel 
of  the  boats  had  been  jpaid  and  discharged,  and  the  copy  of  the  notice 
to  the  pubRc  which  Had  been  given  it  through  the  newspapers  was 
therein  remilted.     It  is  added  that— 

The  lack  of  income  during  more  than  four  months,  together  with  the  revolutions  and  lack 
of  payment  by  the  Qovemment  of  its  obligations  to  the  company,  are  the  reasons  which 
lead  the  company  to  ask  for  a  settlement  with  the  national  Government  before  continuing 
anew  the  exploitatif^. 

It  appears  that  s^gc^  the  27th  of  September  the  railway  is  in  the  hands  of  the  insurrec- 
tionists, and.jyjj^t.^jfptil  this  date,  October  12,  there  is  no  hope  th^t  the  Government  maj 
recover  this  place. 

The  GoVeniment  of  France  through  its  foreign  office  directed  its 
consular  agent  at  Maracaibo  to  safeguard  the  interest  and  properties 
of  the  railroad  company  during  its  suspension  of  activities. 

December  2,  1899,  there  was  an  armed  conflict  on  the  shores  of  the 
bay  of  Maracaibo  between  the  forces  of  General  Castro  and  those  of 
General  Hernandez.  A  steamer  of  the  company,  the  San  Cdrlos  y 
Merida,  was  lying  at  anchor  in  the  bay  and  the  armed  forces  were  so 
situated  toward  one  another  that  the  steamer  lay  in  their  line  of  fire; 
as  a  result  the  damage  to  the  hull  of  the  steamer  was  so  serious  that  it 
sank  during  the  afternoon  of  that  day.  These  facts  concerning  the 
steamer  are  taken  from  the  report  of  the  French  consular  agent  at 
Maracaibo  in  a  communication  made  by  .him  of  date  Decem- 
ber 30, 1899. 

January  2, 1900,  the  appraisers  specially  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  estimating  the  damages  suffered  by  the  Santa  Bdrbara  while  in  the 
service  of  the  national  Government  made  their  report,  naming  these 
damages  at  10,000  bolivars. 

January  18,  1900,  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads 
addressed  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  France  and  referred  to  its 
communication  of  the  previous  month  to  the  same  official  and  asserted 
a  claim  which  is  reproduced  in  the  additional  opinion  submitted  by 
the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  to  the  umpire  at  North- 
field,  Vt.,  February  13,  1906,*  and  it  need  not,  therefore,  be  repeated 
here. 

February  3, 1900,  the  railroad  company  addressed  itself  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  RepubUc  of  Venezuela,  informing  him  of  the  grave  dis- 
asters which  had  overtaken  the  company  and  declaring  that  any 
considerable  delay  in  the  settlement  of  the  sums  due  it  from  the 
national  Government  might  prove  fatal. 

January  18,  1901,  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads, 
having  received  no  payment  from  the  respondent  Government  and 
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no  encouragement  that  payment  would  be  made^  came  to  believe 
that  its  efforts  were  forever  compromised,  and  it  then  presented  to 
the  French  minister  of  foreign  affairs  a  claim  for  18,000,000  francs, 
the  ensemble  of  the  losses  which  the  action  of  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment was  held  to  have  brought  upon  it.  To  this  was  added  the  serv- 
ice of  the  boats,  which  had  been  destroyed  or  injured,  and  a  part  of 
the  material  of  the  dredging  machine,  which  had  been  stolen,  making 
a  total  of  483,900  francs,  deduction  having  been  made  of  11,100  boU- 
vars,  that  sum  being  the  price  for  which  the  Santa  Barbara  and  the 
laimch  had  been  sold.  This  claim  was  brought  to  the  attentioii  of 
the  consul-general  of  Venezuela  at  Paris,  whose  response  was  that 
the  new  president  up  to  that  time  had  been  able  to  concern  himself 
only  with  matters  political  and  martial. 

It  is  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  company  that  in  March,  1901,  the 
respondent  Government  had  planned  to  cede  or  let  the  line  and  its 
acc^sories  to  a  Mr.  Bolaro,  and  to  that  end  had  Appointed  a  com- 
mission for  making  estimates.  The  action  of  the  Government  met 
with  a  very  vigorous  protest  from  the  company,  and  if  results  were 
intended  there  were  none. 

In  behalf  of  the  company  there  is  also  presented  by  Counselor 
Dacraigne  in  his  very  able  and  valuable  brief  the  claim  that  it  was 
ruined  at  the  hands  of  the  respondent  Government;  that  this  nun 
was  practically  consummated  by  what  he  is  pleased  to  denominate 
the  culpable  removal  of  the  guaranty.  He  insists  that  the  exchange 
made  between  the  company  and  the  Government  was*  without  any 
equivalent  and  was  brought  about  only  by  such  pressure  that  it  was 
invaUd  and  should  be  declared  a  nullity.  He  lIso  asserts  that  it 
should  be  declared  a  nullity  by  default  of  execution,  since  the  respond- 
ent Government  has  not  paid  the  arrears  of  the  bonds  which  it  has 
given  the  French  company  in  exchange  for  its  guaranty.  The 
respondent  Government,  as  the  essential  part  of  that  exchange,  was  to 
furnish  bonds  bearing  5  per  cent  interest,  the  bonds  having  no  other 
value  than  their  interest-bearing  quaUties.  The  interest  not  being 
paid,  the  bonds  were  without  value;  hence  there  was,  in  fact,  no  con- 
sideration for  the  surrender  of  the  guaranty  by  the  company,  and 
the  respondent  Government  having  thus  failed  to  perform  that  which 
was  essential  in  the  contract  for  the  sxurender  of  the  guaranty,  the 
company  has  a  right  to  demand  the  rescission  of  that  portion  of  the 
convention  of  1896.  He  includes  in  the  right  of  rescission  a  claim 
for  damages  in  behalf  of  the  company,  which  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
reimbursement  of  all  the  expenses  which  have  been  imposed  upon 
it,  with  interest  at  7  per  cent.  He  urges  that  the  guaranty  be  liqui- 
dated from  May  10,  1893,  up  to  the  date  of  this  award,  less  the  sums 
paid  thereon,  with  a  charge  of  7  per  cent  interest  annually  for  the 
default^  The  claim  for  18,000,006  francs  is  presented  on  behalf  of  the 
company  in  another  view.    The  reasons  given  are  tnat  the  respondent 
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Gov^ment  by  reqxiisitioning  the  material  and  the  personnel  of 
the  company  deprived  it  of  its  rights  and  its  property.  The  Gov- 
ernment had  power  to  take  it,  but  it  is  equity  that  the  company  be 
reimbursed  for  it.  The  damage  thus  consununated  is  estimated  at 
the  price  set  upon  it  by  the  Congress  of  Venezuela  in  1891,  which, 
it  is  urged,  is  the  amount  of  the  claim  here  presented. 

Summarized,  then,  the  claim  of  the  French  company,  as  presented 
by  its  counsel,  is  as  follows: 

1.  For  the  loss  of  its  line  the  sum  of  18,000,000  francs,  with  interest  at  7  per  cent  upoifthe 
capital  of  15,000,000. 

2.  For  the  loss  of  its  maritime  exploitation,  the  sum  of  483,000  francs,  with  interest  at  7 

per  cent.    The  interest  on  both  of  these  items  should  be  reckoned  from  March  23, 1803. 

* 

This  r6sum6  of  the  facts  appearing  in  this  claim  and  forming  the 
body  of  it  is  perhaps  sufficient  to  make  intelligent  the  opinions  of  the 
honorable  commissioners,  and  later,  the  views  and  holdings  of  the 
umpire.  He  thihks  that  he  can  best  make  to  appear  the  divergent 
paths  by  which  the  honorable  commissioners  approached  the  ques- 
tions involved  by  quoting  liberally  the  record  of  their  proceedings, 
which  is  as  follows: 

The  examination  of  the  claim  of  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads,  presented 
at  the  sitting  of  May  10  last,  and  amounting  to  the  sum  of  18,483,000  bolivars,  was  then  taken 
up.. 

The  French  arbitrator  considering:  That  the  nonexecution  of  the  obligations  contracted  by 
the  Venezuelan  Government  with  the  company  and  the  nonpayment  of  sums  which  it  owed, 
from  the  fact  of  its  engagements  and  its  requisitions  carried  on,  have  placed  the  company  in 
the  imposibility  of  continuing  its  exploitation;  that  the  inspection  of  the  line,  of  the  material, 
and  of  the  buildings  demonstrates  clearly  that  the  company  had  not  recoiled  before  any 
expense  to  assure  in  exoeUent  condition  the  service  of  merehandise  and  travelers; 

That  the  examination  of  accounts  permits  to  establish  that  the  exploitation  Would  have 
been  remunerative  in  spite  of  the  obstacles  presented  by  the  civil  war  and  the  inclemencies 
of  the  climate  if  the  Venezuelan  Government  had  paid  over  the  amounts  due  from  it,  and 
that  consequently  by  the  act  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  the  company  has  been  deprived 
of  the  legitimate  benefits  which  it  had  the  right  to  hope  for; 

That  according  to  the  said  contract  the  Venezuelan  Government  having  accorded  a 
guaranty  of  7  per  cent  upon  a  kilometric  value  of  300,000  bolivars,  has  itself  implicity  recog- 
nized that  the  value  of  the  exploitation  was  18,000,000  bolivars; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Government  seems  to  have  had  the  intention  to  annul  the  contract 
and  to  accord  the  concession  to  a  new  enterprise; 

That  the  company's  claim  for  indemnity  for  the  damages  suffered  by  its  maritime  service 
from  Maracaibo  to  Santa  Bdrbara  is  perfectly  justified; 

Decides  that  the  Venezuelan  Gk>vemment  ought  to  pay  to  the  French  Company  of  Vene- 
zuelan Railroads  the  sum  of  18,483,000  bolivars  demanded  by  it,  on  condition  that  the  latter 
renounce  the  concession  of  the  enterprise  and  abandon  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  its 
line,  its  buildings  of  exploitation  and  habitation,  its  stores,  and  its  terrestrial  and  maritime 
material  in  the  condition  in  which  they  are  found,  by  means  of  which  payment,  renunciation, 
and  abandonment  the  two  parties  will  be  free  from  all  their  reciprocal  engagements  and  obli- 
gations. 

The  Venezuelan  arbitrator,  considering  on  the  contrary: 

That  the  true  reasons  for  the  suspension.of  the  exploitation  of  the  line  by  the  company 
are  of  economic  order,  the  latter  having  been  led  to  take  this  resolve  because  of  the  lack  <^ 


OPINION   OF  THE    UMPIBJfi.  441 

traffic  due  to  the  troubled  state  of  the  countiy  and  by  the  impossibility  in  which  its  bad 
financial  position  had  placed  it  to  obtain  new  funds  necessary  to  make  repairs  for  damages 
caused  by  the  inclemency  of  the  weather  to  a  line  established  under  unfavorable  conditions; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Government  could  be  held  responsible  neither  for  damages  caused. 
to  th^  material  of  the  exploitation  by  a  voluntary  abandonment  nor  for  those  suffered  from 
the  fact  of  the  troubled  condition  of  the  country  or  of  accidents  of  war; 

lliat  the  arrangement  entered  into  by  the  company  with  the  Venezuelan  Giovemment  on 
the  subject  of  the  guaranty  stipulated  in  the  contract  has  been  entirely  carried  out  and  that 
the  company  has  received  the  sums  accruing  from  the  sale  of  the  bonds  which  have  been 
remitted  to  it  in  execution  of  the  said  arrangement; 

That  the  Venezuelan  Government  has  never  refused  to  reimburse  the  company  for  the 
requisitions  and  damages  caused  by  them  to  the  material,  and  that  the  impossibility  in 
which  it  finds  itself  of  making  this  reimbursement  as  the  result  of  the  penury  of  the  treasury 
in  the  course  of  the  civil  war  obliges  it  only  to  pay  interest* after  demand; 

Decides  that  the  claim  of  the  company  is  without  foundation. 

It  recognizes  only  the  right  to  an  indemnity  of  10,000  bolivars  'or  damages  done  to  their 
steamer  Sariia  Bdrhara  during  the  time  when  it  was  requisitioned,  and  reserved  for  it  the 
privilege  of  claiming  from  the  Venezuelan  Grovemment  by  presenting  the  necessary  justifi- 
cations, the  sums  due  for  the  requisitions  with  interest  corresponding.  It  equally  reserves 
the  ri^t  of  the  Venezuelan  Government  for  the  fact  of  the  abandonment  of  the  exploitation. 

Thus  disagreeing,  the  claim  was  presented  to  the  umpire  at  a  sitting 
of  the  honorable  commission  held  at  Northfield,  Vt.,  February  14, 
1905.  ^ 

During  the  sitting  of  the  honorable  commission  at  Caracas  and  on 
August  28, 1903,  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  presented 
an  able  memoir  or  opinion  relating  to  this  case,  giving  the  reasons  of 
fact  and  equity  which  prevented  him  from  allowing  any  of  the  claim 
except  the  sum  of  10,000  boUvars  for  the  appraised  injury  done  the 
steamer  Santa  Bdrhara  while  in  the  service  of  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment. Many  of  the  facts  brought  out  in  his  opinion  are  not  repeated 
in  the  statement  of  facts  preceding,  as  reference  may  be  had  to  them 
'as  thus  set  out  in  the  opinion  of  the  said  honorable  coimnissioner. 
The  memoir  has  been  of  valued  service  to  the  Umpire. 

September  13,  1904,  at  Paris,  the  honorable  commissioner  for 
France  wrote  a  memoir  or  opinion  in  regard  to  this  claim  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  umpire,  in  which  he  reviewed  the  memoir  or  opinion 
of  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  and  wherein  he  gave  more 
in  detail  than  is  set  out  in  the  records  of  the  proceedings  at  Caracas, 
the  beUef  which  he  entertained  in  reference  to  this  claim  and  his 
inabihty  to  accede  to  the  position  of  his  honorable  colleague.  It  has 
been  of  great  value  to  the  umpire  in  his  study  of  the  claim.  The 
services  of  the  eminent  counsel  of  the  company,  Mr.  Dacraigne,  have 
been  of  large  value  in  placing  before  the  umpire  in  concrete  form  the 
facts  of  the  case  and  their  bearing  upon  the  question  in  issue.  Follow- 
ing the  brief  of  Mr.  Dacraigne  is  an  additional  opinion  by  the  honor- 
able commissioner  for  Venezuela,  in  which  he  reviews  the  utterances 
of  his  honored  colleague  and  the  arguments  of  the  company's  learned 
counsel. 
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He  also  brings  to  the  attention  of  the  umpire  the  contents  of  the 
dossier,  requisitions,  jacket  No.  11,  which,  among  other  things,  con- 
tains the  required  proofs  from  the  company  concerning  its  claims 
against  the  respondent  Government. for  requisitions,  transportation 
of  troops  and  material,  and  other  services  rendered  the  respondent 
Government  by  the  company  after  December  31,  1895,  the  date  of 
the  last  settlement.  As  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela 
does  not  question,  but,  on  the  contrary,  fully  accepts  the  evidential 
force  of  the  proofs  thus  adduced,  they  were  not  earlier  brought  into 
the  statement  of  this  case  and  are  not  here  brought  forward,  except  to 
name  the  annual  balances,  the  total,  and  the  conclusion  and  the  allow- 
»  ance  which  are  made  by  the  honorable  commissioner  aforesaid. 

The  dates  and  respective  balances  are  the  foUowing,  as  shown  by  the  examination  I  have 

made  of  the  bills  in  the  record  of  the  case: 

Bolivars. 

Balance  approved  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  February  27, 1894. .  2, 994. 85 

Balance  approved  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Zulia,  January  23, 1895. .  6, 434. 60 

Invoice  as  per  statement  up  to  December  31,  1897 15, 443. 60 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  May  30,  1898 3,886.00 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  October  30,  1898 34,618.90 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  March  3,  1898 6,532.00 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  April  6,  1899 9,047.00 

Invoice,  etc.,  to  September  30, 1899 114,679.00 

Total 193.635.95 

An  estimate  of  the  interest  on  the  several  balances  from  their  respective  dates  until  that 
when  the  company  may  probably  come  into  possession  of  the  funds  by  virtue  of  the  execu- 
tion of  the  sentence  which  may  be  finally  passed,  a  lapse  of  time  which  I  believe  to  be  reason- 
ably within  three  months,  taking  into  consideration  any  inevitable  delay,  wiU  show  that  the 
company  in  this  regard  is  entitled  to  the  sum  of  36,000  bolivars. 

Between  the  amount  of  193,635. 95  bolivars,  which  is  established  by  the  company's  state- 
ments, and  that  of  203,529.70  bolivars,  balance  in  the  company's  statement  of  December  31, 
1899,  as  due  by  the  Venezuelan  Govenmient  at  that  time,  as  shown  in  the  report  of  the  board 
of  managers  to  the  stockhbldero  in  the  company  to  which  I  have  made  reference  at  the  con- 
clusion of  my  opinion  of  August  28, 1903,  there  is  a  difference  of  10,393.75  bolivars,  to  which 
I  find  no  other  explanation  in  its  support  than  that  it  represents  the  price  the  company  has 
charged  the  Govenunent  of  Venezuela  for  the  service  of  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrhara  during 
the  days  intervening  between  September  30, 1899,  and  the  end  of  October  of  the  same  year, 
when  it  appears  the  steamer  was  returned  to  the  company  after  having  taken  to  the  island  of 
Curasao  Doctor  Andrade,  the  president  of  the  State  after  the  so-called  liberal  (restaura- 
dora)  revolution.  Such  amount  even  if  it  does  not  appear  in  a  specified  form,  as  it  should  do, 
I  deem  to  be  a  fair  compensation  for  the  services  rendered  by  the  steamer  Santa  Bdrhara  to 
the  local  authorities  during  the  month  of  October,  as  according  to  documents  in  the  case  the 
company  had  suspended  since  the  12th  of  the  same  month  all  operations  in  its  railroad  and 
steamer  service,  so  that  there  were  no  expenses  for  maintenance  of  the  service.  On  the 
aforesaid  amount,  which  I  recognize  as  also  due  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela,  interest  at 
the  rate  of  3  per  cent  should  be  added  from  October  30, 1899,  to  the  date  of  the  execution  of 
the  sentence  as  aforesaid^  so  that  the  amount  of  the  indemnity  increases  to  the  sum  of 
1,767  bolivars. 

As  the  honorable  commissioner  for  France,  in  his  supplementary 
statement  made  at  Northfield,  Vt.,  on  February  14,  1905,®  reviews 

app.  426-428. 
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this  additional  opinion  of  his  colleague^  Doctor  Patil,  and  does  not 
suggest  any  error  in  the  figures  presented  by  him  as  above  set  out, 
the  umpire  has  accepted  them  without  carefully  studying  the  original 
proofs  and  has  adopted  them  as  a  basis  upon  which  that  feature  of 
the  case  can  safely  rest. 

The  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  contends  for  an 
allowance  of  18,483,000  francs,  (a)  on  the  basis  that  the  Venezuelan 
Government  is  responsible  for  the  ruin  of  the  company  and  that  in 
equity  this  responsibility  carries  with  it  the  rescission  of  the  contracts 
signed  between  the  said  company  and  the  respondent  Government,  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  opinion  of.  the  honorable  commis- 
sioner for  France;  (ft)  on  the  basis  that  the  French  Company  of  Vene- 
zuelan Railroads  renounces  the,  concession  of  the  enterprise  and 
abandons  to  the  Venezuelan  Government  its  line,  its  buildings  of 
exploitation  and  habitation,  its  stores,  and  its  tei^estrial  and  maritime 
material  in  the  condition  in  which  they  are  found  by  means  of  which — 
payment  on  the  one  hand,  renunciation  and  abandonment  on  the 
other— the  two  parties  will  perform  all  their  reciprocal  obligations 
and  engagements^  as  stated  in  the  record  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
honorable  commission  at  Caracas  in  defining  the  position  of  the 
honorable  commissioner  for  France  in  regard  to  the  said  claim. 
These  two  statements  of  the  claim,  although  diflFering  in  form,  are 
understood  by  the  umpire  and  will  be  treated  by  him  as  in  essence  one 
and  the  same. 

In  event  of  failing  to  impress  this  view  upon  the  honorable  commis- 
sion the  company  asks  for  a  large  allowance  in  the  way  of  deferred 
guaranties  and  other  losses,  together  with  an  allowance  of  the  sums 
approved  and  accepted  by  the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela. 
In  order  to  reach  the  consideration  of  these  deferred  guaranties,  it 
urges  upon  the  honorable  commission  the  duty  to  declare  that  portion 
of  the  convention  of  April  18,  1896,  which  refers  to  the  redemption  of 
the  guaranty  to  be  null  and  void,  because  it  was  obtained  in  a  manner 
so  conscienceless  that  it  can  not  be  sustained  in  the  forum  of  equity. 
If  this  view  is  upheld,  the  honorable  commission  is  asked  to  pass  in 
detau  upon  the  elements  composing  this  claim. 

To  take  these  several  propositions  in  their  order,  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  consider  first  the  claim  of  18,483,000  francs,  which  is  the  sum 
demanded  provided  tJie  lunpire  decides  in  favor  of  the  rescission  of  the 
contract. 

It  would  seem  to  the  umpire  that  the  question  first  occurring  is  one 
of  jiuisdiction — ^in  other  words,  of  competency.  For  however  deeply 
the  sjrmpathies  of  the  trier  may  be  stirred  in  behalf  of  those  who  have 
bravely  struggled  and  who  have  seriously  lost  there  is  an  imperative 
duty  whicn  is  primary.  That  duty  is  to  determine  the  limits  which 
circimiscribe  him  and  keep  him  within  the  set  and  required  bounds. 
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The  liniits  of  this  honorable  <;omfaission  are  found  and  only  found 
in  the  instrument  which  created  it,  the  protocol  of  February  19,  1902. 
An  arbitral  tribunal  is  one  of  large  and  exclusive  powers  within  its 
prescribed  limits,  but  it  is  as  impotent  as  a  moniing  mist  when  it  is 
outside  these  limits.  A  reference  to  the  convention  which  created 
this  commission  wiH  disclose  its  purpose  and  purview. 

Article  I  declares: 

That  the  first  two  arbitrators  shall  meet  *  *  *  for  the  purpose  of  examining  in  con- 
cert the  demands  for  indemnity  presented  bj  Frenchmen  for  damages  sustamed  in  Venezuela, 
etc. 

Article  II  provides  that: 

Demands  for  indemnities  other  than  those  which  are  aimed  at  in  Article  I  or  based  upon 
facts  anterior  to  the  23d  of  May,  1899,  will  be  examined  in  concert  by,  etc. 

Article  II,  then,  would  permit  this  liberal  reading: 

The  arbitral  tribunal  here  constituted  shall  meet  for  the  purpose  of  examining  in  concert 
the  demands  for  indemnity  presented  by  Frenchmen  for  damages  sustained  in  Venezuela, 
but  exclusive  of  those  which  grew  out  of  the  "  insurrection  events''  of  1892. 

The  sole  scope  and  sweep  of  the  authority  given  is  to  provide  indem- 
nities for  damages  suflFered  by  Frenchmen  in  Venezuela.  It  is  not 
defined  but  it  is  assumed  that  its  methods  of  procediu^e  will  not  con- 
travene the  general  and  established  principles  of  the  law  of  nations, 
nor  its  awards  be  opposed  to  justice  and  equity.  This  much  can  be 
assumed,  but  to  assume  that  it  has  power  to  revoke,  rescind,  modify, 
or  Umit  the  terms  of  a  contract,  even  so  much  as  by  a  hair's  breadth,  is 
impossible.  It  was  created  for  no  such  purpose;  it  was  endowed  with 
no  such  powers.  So  far  as  a  Frenchman  has  suffered  damages  in 
Venezuela  for  which  Venezuela  is  responsible,  the  indemnities  may  be 
stated  and  the  decision  be  final.  The  arbitral  tribunal  thus  consti- 
tuted may,  as  a  means  to  the  end  provided,  ascertain  and  declare  the 
responsibility  of  Venezuela,  it  may  pass  upon  its  own  jurisdiction 
within  the  scope  of  its  charter,  but  it  can  not  step  in  the  least  outside 
the  path  prepared  for  it,  which  is  and  only  is  the  path  which  leads 
from  damages  to  indemnities.  If  the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan 
Railroads  and  the  respondent  Government  did  but  agree  that  rescis- 
sion should  be  had,  or  that  abandonment  should  be  made  of  the  con- 
cessions and  the  properties  of  the  company  to  Venezuela,  then  this 
honorable  commission  might  be  considered  competent  to  pass  upon 
and  estabUsh  the  indemnities  thus  required.  Otherwise  there  is 
incompetency  absolute  and  entire.  This  commission  is  not  only  des- 
titute of  primary  authority  which  is  enough,  but  it  is  equally  desti- 
tute of  all  capacity  to  compel  the  parties  to  carry  into  effect  any  such 
award  were  it  made,  which  is  more. 

The  contracts  in  issue  were  mutual  and  reciprocal  and  neither  party 
thereto  can  make  abandonment  thereof  without  the  consent  of  the 
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other.  The  United  States  of  Venezuela  does  not  consent.  Therefore 
the  French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  can  xwt,  by  right, 
abandon  its  contracts  or  its  properties. 

If  it  be  held  that  the  respondent  Govermnent  has  wrought  the  utter 
ruin  of  the  company  and  that  this  was  done  in  a  manner  and  by  means 
which  charge  upon  the  nation  the  full  measure  of  responsibility,  then 
there  is  a  case  for  damages  only,  and  the  sum  a^warded  might  be — it  is 
not  said  would  be — the  sum  of  18,483,000  francs,  the  amount  claimed. 
But  it  is  always  and  only  on  the  basis  of  indemnities  for  damages  that 
this  honorable  commission  has  jurisdiction,  and  it  is  utterly  powerless, 
even  for  good  cause,  to  decree  an  imaccepted  and  unacceptable  aban- 
donment by  either  party  of  a  mutual  and  reciprocal  contract,  or  to 
award  an  act  of  rescission  which  has  not,  in  eflfect,  previously  taken 
place. 

The  imipire  finds  ample  warrant  for  his  concliisions  regarding  his 
powers  in  the  authorities  to  which  he  makes  reference,  and  that  their 
pertinency  may  at  once  appear  he  quotes  briefly: 

The  authority  of  the  arbitrator  *  *  *  is  derived  exclusively  from  the  submission, 
and  every  part  of  it,  as  well*  as  the  documents  referred  to  therein,  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  order  to  determine  the  extent  of  such  authority.  !^  Am.  and  Eng.  Encyd. 
of  Law,  669  (Med,) 

It  has  been  held  that  the  arbitrator  can  consider  only  the  precise  question  submitted  to 
him,  that  he  can  neither  modify  the  question  nor  add  other  controversies  to  it,  no  matter 
how  cognate  to  the  matter  submitted.    /<2.,  671. 

However,  it  is  within  the  arbitrator's  power  to  award  in  regard  to  all  matters  which  are 
necessarily  or  properly  incidental  to,  or  included  within,  the  terms  of  the  submission,  etc.    Id. 

But  he  can  not  lawfully  go  beyond  the  terms  of  the  submission  in  order  to  do  general 
justice.    Id.,  &T2. 

For  this  honorable  conunission  to  order  something  to  be  done  which 
would  cause  damage  to  the  party  obeying  the  order  and  then  to  award 
damages  therefor  would  be  opposed  to  the  terms  of  the  convention. 
It  would  be  an  independent  act  posterior  to  the  convention,  and  were 
this  to  be  done  by  the  umpire  if  would  require  a  payment  by  Vene- 
zuela to  the  claimant  company  for  damages  in  fact  suffered  in  the 
United  States  of  America  at  the  hands  of  the  umpire. 

A  submission  of  all  matters  in  difference  means>  as  a  rule,  all  matters  in  difference  down 
to  ike  date  of  the  submission  Jmt  not  after.    Id,,  610.  • 

The  umpire  can  not  entirely  ignore  the  restrictive  features  of  the 
contract  between  the  claimant  company  and  the  respondent  Govern- 
ment, which  in  terms  and  in  fact  strictly  required  and  still  requires 
that  all  doubts  and  controversies  arising  from  that  contract  should  be 
resolved  by  the  competent  tribunals  of  the  respondent  Government. 
Certainly  to  consider  and  determine  the  question  of  its  rescission  is 
the  most  serious  doubt,  the  most  important  controversy,  which  could 
grow  out  of  or  arise  from  the  contratjt  in  question.  A  claim  for  dam- 
age may  be  regarded  as  ulterior  to  the  contract,  especially  where  the 
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damage  has  accrued 'from  the  operation  of  the  parties  mider  the  con- 
tract, but  the  question  of  its  rescission  is  an  entirely  different  propo- 
sition. The  imrestricted  agreement  to  submit  to  an  arbitral  tribunal 
the  question  of  damages  suffered  by  Frenchmen  in  Venezuela  may 
properly  be  considered,  if  necessary,  as  equivalent  to  a  suspension  of 
the  provision  in  the  contract,  were  the  damages  claimed  to  be  such  as 
arose  or  grew  out  of  the  contract;  but  the  agreement  to  submit  a 
question  of  damages  arising  through  operations  performed  imder  a 
contract,  in  no  sense  suggests  a  purpose  to  arm  that  tribunal  with 
plenary  power  to  consider  and  settle  the  question  involved  in  the 
rescission  of  a  contract,  and  therefore  does  not  suggest  an  intent  on 
the  part  of  the  high  contracting  powers  to  ask  on  the  one  hand  or  to 
grant  on  the  other  the  suspension  of  the  restrictive  features  referred 
to,  which  are  contained  in  said  contract.  What  is  here  said  concern- 
ing the  matter  of  rescission  applies  with  equal  force  to  the  matter  of 
abandonment.  It  is  therefore  the  deliberate  and  settled  judgment 
of  the  umpire  that  he  can  not  determine  this  claim  on  the  basis  of  a 
declared  and  directed  rescission  or  of  abandonment,  and  can  only 
decide  the  amount  of  the  award,  this  to  depend  upon  the  ordinary 
bases  of  damages  which  have  been  suffered  in  Venezuela  by  the  French 
Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  at  the  hands  of  those  for  whom  the 
respondent  Government  is  responsible. 

By  the  claimant  company  the  redemption  of  the  guaranty  as 
settled  by  the  compact  of  April  16,  1896,  is  declared  void  in  equity, 
(a)  for  want  of  adequate  consideration  and  as  being  made  against  the 
desire  of  the  company  and  under  the  irresistible  compulsion  of  circum- 
stances which  were  availed  of  by  the  resp>ondent  Government  to  drive 
a  bargain  so  hard  and  so  unconscionable  that  it  should  be  set  aside  by 
this  tribunal;  (6)  as  a  default  of  the  Government  in  neglecting  to  meet 
its  obligations  of  interest  as  they  fell  due  upon  the  bonds  which  were 
given  to  redeem  such  guaranty,  being  a  total  failiu'e  to  comply  with 
and  carry  out  the  terms  of  that  agreement  which  renders  the  agree- 
ment itself  nugatory  and  void;  and  for  these  reasons  the  rescission 
thereof  should  be  declared  by  this  honorable  commission. 

The  agreement  effected  to  redeem  this  guaranty  of  the  French  Com- 
pany of  Venezuelan  Railroads  was  only  a  part  of  a  general  plan  intro- 
duced by  the  United  States  of  Venezuela  in  1896,  to  be  made  appli- 
cable to  all  similar  enterprises  wherever  located  in  that  country  and 
by  whomsoever  exploited.  To  this  end  it  had  arranged  with  the 
noted  and  conservative  German  house,  the  Disconto  Gesellschaft,  to 
float  a  loan  of  50,000,000  bolivars,  secured  upon  the  customrhouses 
of  the  nation  and  bearing  5  per  cent  interest  annually,  the  proceeds  of 
said  funds  to  be  devoted  to  the  purpose  named. 

It  was  accepted  generally  by  the  different  guaranteed  enterprises, 
the  claimant  company  being  one  of  the  several. 
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■  Examination  of  the  reports  made  by  the  company  to  the  share- 
holders at  its  annual  meetings  for  the  years  1894,  1895,  and  1896 
sho'v^s  a  successive  and  continuing  ability  on  the  part  of  the  claim- 
ant company  to  raise  money  by  loans.  June  27, 1896,  was  noteworthy 
in  this  regard,  since  at  this  annual  meeting  successful  provision  was 
made  for  floating  a  loan  of  1,300,000  francs.  In  1895,  the  year  pre- 
ceding the  redemption  of  the  guaranty,  there  was  raised  by  loan 
200,000  franco,  and  in  the  year  1897,  a  year  and  more  succeeding  the 
settlement,  there  was  negotiated  a  loan  of  1,500,000  francs.  Hence 
it  was  not  an  overwhelming  financial  necessity  which  confronted  the 
company  nor  an  utter  inability  to  obtain  money  otherwise  which 
compelled  the  acceptance  of  the  offered  redemption. 

The  redemption  of  the  guaranty  on  the  terms  provided  did  not 
mean,  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  company,  the  relinquishment  of 
1,260,000  francs  annually  for  the  sum  of  2,500,000  francs  in  hand. 
It  was  only  the  relinquishment  of  such  sum,  if  any,  as  might  remain 
when  the  net  annual  revenue  was  deducted  from  this  annual  guaranty. 

The  net  revenue  had  been  growing  for  the  years  prior  to  April  16, 
1896.  In  1894  it  was  72,332.15  francs;  in  1895,  101,676.97  francs. 
Both  parties  had  contemplated  and  apparently  believed  that  it  would 
finally  exceed  the  guaranty  and  had  provided  for  that  contingency, 
as  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  contracts  which  arranged  to  meet 
and  eventually  to  cancel  the  guaranty  which  had  theretofore  been 
paid^  directing  that  one-half  of  the  net  annual  revenue  in  excess  of 
1,260,000  francs  be  used  in  payment,  and  also  agreeing  that  after  the 
said  advances  had  been  canceled  fully  the  respondent  Government 
should  continue  to  enjoy  20  per  cent  of  such  excess  in  perpetuity. 
By  this  redemption  the  right  of  Venezuela  to  participate  in  any  way 
in  the  net  profits  of  the  company  was  canceled.  That  this  right 
was  considered  as  of  some  value  is  evident  or  it  never  would  have 
been  placed  in  the  contract.  In  fact,  by  its  terms  the  annual  guar- 
anty was  only  in  advance,  an  indebtedness  of  a  peculiar  character, 
payable  only  in  certain  contingencies  and  in  a  particular  way,  but  still 
it  was  an  indebtedness.  By  the  agreement  constituting  the  redemp- 
tion these  conditions  were  all  changed,  to  the  effect  that  the  arrears 
then  provided  for  and  the  2,500,000  francs  then  paid  were  not  debt 
producing,  but  debt  reducing.  They  were  gifts,  purely  and  simply, 
so  far  as  any  duty  of  repayment  was  concerned.  In  another  sense 
they  were  not  gifts.  They  were  the  nation's  estimate  of  the  value 
of  the  railroad  and  the  steamboats  to  its  commerce  and  to  its  agri- 
culture, also  to  the  means  of  commxmication  between  different  parts 
of  the  country.  The  transaction  itself  was  open,  the  negotiations 
lengthy,  the  time  for  reflection  ample.  The  cooperation  of  the  direc- 
tors of  the  company  and  of  the  representatives  of  the  creditors  was 
solicited  and  received,  and  all  was  done  with  due  deUberation  imder 
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circumstances  which  permitted  entire  freedom  of  will  and  of  action. 
The  approval  just  mentioned  took  recorded  form  on  June  27,  1896, 
after  a  lapse  of  more  than  two  months  and  after  a  full  and  explicit 
report  of  the  action  taken,  with  the  reasons  therefor  fully  set  forth. 
It  was  referred  to  approvingly  at  the  annual  meeting  of  1897,  and  on 
June  30,1898,  two  years  and  two  months  after  the  agreement  of  redemp- 
tion was  made,  the  bonds  which  had  been  issued  in  accordance  with 
that  agreement  were  appropriated  by  the  deliberate  action  of  the 
company  to  the  payment  of  a  special  indebtedness.  They  were 
accepted  by  two  of  the  vigilant  and  sagacious  financial  houses  of 
France  in  place  of  the  obligations  of  the  company.  There  are  appar- 
ent none  of  the  features  which  accompany  and  signalize  bargains 
which  the  courts  undertake  to  set  aside.  The  freedom  of  contracts 
is  one  of  the  bulwarks  of  business,  and  courts  are  loath  to  interfere 
where  a  contract  is  executed  and  where  are  lacking  the  elements  of 
fraud  or  mistake,  and  where  it  rests  upon  the  mutual  assent  of  parties 

intelligent,  competent,  and  free  to  contract. 

• 

It  is  elementary  law  that  every  person  of  sound  and  disposing  mind  and  under  no  legal 
disability  has  the  absolute  right  of  disposing  of  his  property  in  any  way  not  expressly  or 
impliedly  forbidden  by  law  and  to  any  person  legally  capable  of  taking  it. 

Hence,  where  a  person  competent  to  convey  has  fairly  and  knowingly  made  a  complete 
conveyance  of  his  land  to  another  person  competent  to  receive  it,  and  no  fraud,  accident, 
mist^e,  or  undue  influence  was  involved  in  the  transaction,  the  fact  that  the  conveyance 
was  wholly  voluntary  and  without  consideration  constitutes  no  groqnd  for  rescinding  the 
conveyance  and  canceling  the  deed;  and  in  such  a  case  the  fact  that  the  disposition  of  the 
property  was  unwise,  improvident,  or  absurd  will  not  be  considered  by  a  court  of  equity. 
£4  Am.  and  Eng.  Eneyd,  cf  Law,  611  {2d  ed.). 

Where  the  contract  has  been  fully  and  voluntarily  performed  before  relief  by  resciasioD.  is 
sought,  it  is  only  where  the  most  forceful  reasons  exist  for  granting  equitable  relief  that  a 
court  of  equity  or  a  court  exercising  equitable  powers  will  interpose  to  decree  the  rescission 
of  the  contract,  etc.  Indeed  it  has  been  frequently  held  that  nothing  short  of  actual  fraud 
or  mistake  will  justify  the  court  in  granting  rescission  of  an  executed  contract.    Id.,  612. 

Although  the  consideration  of  simple  contracts  and  of  certain  forms  of  real  conveyances 
must  be  valuable,  it  is  not  essential  that  the  consideration  should  be  adequate  in  point  of 
value.  The  law  does  not  weigh  the  quantum  of  consideraition,  deeming  it  unwise  to  interfere 
with.the  facility  of  contracting  and  the  free  exercise  of  the  judgment  and  will  of  the  parties, 
but  allows  them  to  be  the  sole  judges  of  the  benefits  to  be  derived  frqm  their  bargains,  pro- 
vided there  be  no  incompetency  to  contract  and  the  agreement  violates  no  rule  of  law.  6  Am, 
and  Eng.  Encyd,  of  Law,  6H  {2d  ed.). 

The  final  appropriation  and  use  of  the  redemption  fund  after  such 
length  of  time,  after  such  opportunity  for  observation,  investigation, 
and  reflection,  without  a  murmur  of  dissent  in  the  meanwhile  or  a 
request  for  rescission  or  an  oflFer  to  restore  the  statu  quo  is  too  palpably 
a  solemn  acceptance  to  admit  of  doubt,  while  the  absorption  of  the 
funds  precludes  return.  There  is  also  no  offer  to  restore.  If  there 
were  such  offer  this  honorable  commission  has  no  power  to  compel  its 
acceptance. 
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Moreover,  in  order  to  render  valid  the  compromise  of  a  claim,  it  is  not  essential  that  the 
matter  should  be  really  in  doubt.  It  is  sufficient  if  the  parties  consider  it  so  far  doubtful  as 
to  make  it  the  subject  of  a  compromise.  6  Am.  and  Eng.  Encycl.  of  Law,  713  {2d  ed,),  citing 
Union  Bank  v.  Geary,  6  Peters  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.),  99. 

The  parties  to  a  contract  may  at  any  time  rescind  it,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  by  mutual 
consent,  and  the  surrender  of  their  mutual  rights  is  a  sufficient  consideration,  6  Am,  and 
Eng.  Encycl.  of  Law,  729  {2d  erf.),  noU. 

An  agreement  by  one  party  to  a  contract,  at  the  instance  of  the  other  party,  to  modify  its 
terms,  is  a  valuable  consideration.    Id.,  738. 

A  prepayment  of  interest  before  it  is  due  is  a  valuable  consideration  for  an  agreement  to 
extend  the  time  of  payment.     (Summaiized.)    M,  70^. 

It  is  a  valuable  consideration  if  the  promisee,  havmg  the  right  to  refuse  permission,  is 
moved  by  the  promise  to  allow  a  certain  thing  to  be  done.  The  question  is  not,  did  the 
promisor  derive  any  benefit  from  the  permission  or  did  the -promisee  suffer  any  detriment 
from  giving  it?  but  merely  was  it  something  the  latter  had  the  right  to  refuse. 

Consideration  arises  from  the  permission,  irrespective  of  the  benefits  derived  from  it.  Id,, 
741. 

The  umpire  is  unable  to  accept  the  contention  of  the  claimant  com- 
pany that  the  respondent  Government  was  the  sole  cause  of  its  ruin. 
This  is  nowhere  asserted,  or  even  suggested,  by  its  agents  and  managers 
during  the  progress  of  the  events  which  culminated  in  its  suspension, 
nor  until  the  lapse  of  many  months  thereafter.  It  is  entirely  opposed 
to  the  expressions  of  Mr.  Reynaud,  of  the  administrative  board  of  the 
company,  in  his  careful  and  analytical  statement  of  the  claims  of  the 
company  on  February  3,  1900,  since  which  time  it  is  not  claimed  that 
there  is  to  be  found  any  direct  injury  received  from  the  respondent 
Government,  imless  it  occurs  in  its  delay  to  pay  its  debts.  The  claim 
then  put  forth  was  (a)  payment  of  300,000  francs  as  the  full  amount 
due  for  expenses  of  transportation  and  requisitions  on  account  and  by 
order  of  the  authorities  of  the  nation  and  the  States;  (b)  payment  of 
the  sum  of  250,000  francs,  estimated  as  the  minimum  amount  of  the 
indemnity  due  for  damages  which  had  been  occasioned  upon  its 
property;  (c)  the  sum  of  105,000  franco  a  month  on  account  from 
July  1,  1899,  to  indemnify  the  company  for  the  loss  which  it  had  suf- 
fered since  that  date  from  the  almost  absolute  suppression  of  its  traffic 
and  for  the  immobilization  of  its  railroad  and  boats.  This  sum  is 
obtained  by  taking  the  amoimt  originally  stipulated  as  an  annual 
guaranty^  viz,  126,000  fraAcs,  and  dividing  it  by  12,  the  number  of 
months  in  a  year,  the  quotient  being  105,000  francs.  This  communi- 
cation from  its  authorized  agent  must  be  taken  as  the  voice  of  the 
company  speaking  its  honest  and  deliberate  convictions  and  asserting 
its  claims  in  their  most  broad  and  comprehensive  sense.  This  state- 
ment was  made  when  all  the  facts  were  fresh  in  the  minds  of  both 
parties  and  when  there  were  no  reasons  for  concealment,  reservation, 
or  dissimulation.  The  umpire  will  accept  it  as  the  maximum  of  the 
claimant  company's  demands  for  those  matters  which  had  occurred 
at  that  time.  He  will  allow  so  much  of  the  300,000  francs  as  he 
S.  Doc.  633,  59-1 29 
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ascertains  to  be  well  founded.  He  will  grant  so  much  of  the  250,000 
francs  as  is  determined  to  exist  in  a  claim  properly  attributable  to  the 
respondent  Govemipent.  He  will  allow  nothing  of  the  claim  for 
105,000  francs  a  month,  as  he  finds  no  lawful  responsibility  in  the 
respondent  Government.  It  can  not  be  charged  with  responsibility 
for  the  conditions  which  existed  in  1899,  prostrating  business,  par- 
alyzing trade  and  commerce,  and  annihilating  the  products  of  agricul- 
ture; nor  for  the  exhaustion  and  paralysis  which  followed;  nor  for  its 
inability  to  pay  its  just  debts;  nor  for  the  inability  of  the  company  to 
obtain  money  otherwise  and  elsewhere.  All  these  are  misfortunes 
incident  to  government,  to  business,  and  to  himian  life.  They  do 
not  beget  claims  for  damages. 

The  claimant  company  was  compelled  by  force  majeure  to  desist 
from  its  exploitation  in  October,  1899;  the  respondent  Grovemment, 
from  the  same  cause,  had  been  prevented  from  paying  its  indebtedness 
to  the  claimant  company.  The  umpire  finds  no  purpose  or  intent  on 
the  part  of  the  respondent  Government  to  harm  or  injiure  the  claimant 
company  in  anyway  or  in  any  degree.  Its  acts  and  its  neglects  were 
caused  and  incited  by  entirely  different  reasons  and  motives.  Its 
first  duty  was  to  itself.  Its  own  preservation  was  paramount.  Its 
revenues  were  properly  devoted  to  that  end.  The  appeal  of  the  com- 
pany for  funds  came  to  an  empty  treasury,  or  to  one  only  adequate  to 
the  demands  of  the  war  budget.  When  the  respondent  Government 
used,  even  exclusively,  the  railroad  and  the  steamboats  it  was  not  outr- 
side  its  contractual  right  nor  beyond  its  privilege  and  the  company's 
duty  had  there  been  no  contract.  When  traffic  ceased  through  the 
confusion  and  havoc  of  war,  or  because  there  were  none  to  ride  and  no 
products  to  be  transported,  it  was  a  dire  calamity  to  the  country  and 
to  all  its  people;  but  it  was  a  part  of  the  assmned  risks  of  the  company 
when  it  entered  upon  its  exploitation. 

When  revolution  laid  waste  both  country  and  village,  or  seized  the 
railroad  and  its  material,  or  placed  its  hands  upon  the  boats  and 
wrought  serious  injury  to  all,  it  is  regrettable,  deplorable,  but  it  is  not 
chargeable  upon  the  respondent  Grovemment,  unless  the  revolution 
was  successful  and  unless  the  acts  were  such  as  to  charge  responsibility 
imder  the  well-recognized  rules  of  public  law.  These  possible  dis- 
ordered conditions  of  a  country  are  all  discounted  in  advance  by  one 
who  enters  it  for  recreation  or  business.  It  is  no  reflection  upon  the 
respondent  Government  to  say  that  the  claimant  company  must  have 
entered  upon  its  exploitation  in  full  view  of  the  possibility,  indeed, 
with  the  fair  probability,  that  its  enterprise  would  be  obstructed  occa- 
sionally by  insurgent  bands  and  revolutionary  forces  and  by  the 
incidents  and  conditions  naturally  resulting  therefrom. 

The  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  allows,  as  has  already 
been  shown  in  this  opinion,  241 ,357.70  bolivars.    This  includes  interest 
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on  the  annual  balances  appearing  in  the  claimant  company's  state- 
ment to  the  national  and  sectional  governments,  also  interest  for  the 
use  of  the  steamer  Santa  Barbara. 

The  umpire  sees  no  reference  by  the  honorable  commissioner  in  his 
additional  opinion  to  the  appraised  damage  done  the  steamer  Santa 
Barbara,  which  said  honorable  commissioner  allowed  in  his  original 
opinion.  The  umpire,  by  a  cursory  examination  of  the  vouchers 
which  support  the  claims  allowed  by  the  said  commissioner,  does  not 
find  that  it  is  included  therein.  Hence  the  umpire  concludes  that 
there  can  be  no  mistake  in  adding  that  sum,  with  interest  from  Octo- 
ber 1,  1899,  which  makes  an  amount  of  11, 750  francs.  The  sinking  of 
the  steamer  San  Cdrlos  y  Merida,  as  stated  by  the  consular  agent  of 
France,  was,  without  doubt,  an  accident  of  war.  No  circumstance  is 
suggested  which  takes  it  out  of  the  usual  rule  of  nonresponsibility  on 
the  part  of  the  respondent  Grovemment,  and  hence  it  must  be  dis- 
allowed. 

The  injuries  done  the  railroad,  the  buildings  and  the  material,  by 
use  in  war,  must  have  been  considerable,  and  since  the  revolution  was 
successful,  the  respondent  Government  is  properly  chargeable  for  its 
use  and  for  the  injuries  and  damages  which  resulted.  There  is  no 
question  as  to  the  liabiHty  of  the  respondent  Government  for  the  nat- 
ural and  consequential  damages  which  resulted  to  the  railroad  proper- 
ties while  they  were  in  the  use  and  control  of  the  titular  Government. 
Hence  there  is  unquestioned  and  complete  responsibility  on  the  part 
of  the  respondent  Government  for  all  the  necessary,  natural,  and  con- 
sequential injuries  which  resulted  to  the  railroad  and  its  properties 
when  used  by  either  the  revolutionary  or  the  governmental  forces.  The 
umpire  is  destitute  of  data  upon  which  he  can  safely  base  his  judgment 
as  regards  the  just  amount  of  that  damage,  but  that  it  is  considerable 
is  xmquestionable. 

He  will  approach  the  subject,  however,  from  another  standpoint. 
It  is  not  right  that  the  claimant  company  be  paid  only  the  regular  one- 
half  rate  for  services  performed  at  such  times  and  under  such  circum- 
stances. There  is  no  clear  proof  just  how  much  this  service  was,  and 
any  conclusion  can  in  fact  be  only  conjectural  and  at  best  only 
approximate.  The  umpire  accepts  as  the  best  basis  obtainable  the 
last  item  of  charge,  viz,  114,679  bolivars.  He  assumes  that  this 
represented  the  usual  charge  to  the  Government  at  one-half  rate.  He 
considers  full  rate  as  none  too  much  and  he  adds  to  the  sum  allowed  by 
the  honorable  commissioner  for  Venezuela  114,679  francs  and  interest, 
which  he  reckons  at  20,069  francs,  making  in  all  134,748  francs. 
Where  the  respondent  Government  can  be  charged  with  no  other 
offense  than  a  neglect  to  pay  its  debts  through  inabiUty  so  to  do,  no 
greater  responsibility  rests  upon  it  than  the  payment  of  interest  for  the 
delay  thus  caused.  Such  is  the  situation  in  this  case,  as  it  appears  to 
the  umpire. 
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The  facts  brought  upon  the  record,  the  facts  placed  in  this  opinion, 
do  not  disclose  any  relation  of  the  respondent  Government  to  the 
claimant  company  which  makes  the  former  chargeable  financially  for 
the  ruin  of  the  latter;  and  the  award  can  not,  in  justice  and  equity,  be 
placed  upon  any  such  basis.  The  several  sums  allowed  for  the  differ- 
ent causes  mentioned  constitute  the  maximum  amount  which  can  be 
named  in  the  sentence.  The  aggregate  of  these  sums  is  387,875.70 
francs,  and  the  award  will  be  prepared  for  that  sum. 

NORTHFIELD,  Juhj  SI,  1905. 


ST7MMABT  OF  AWARDS  BY  UMPIRE. 


No. 


daimantfl. 


Bolivars. 

500,000.00 

176,080.10 

2,000,000.00 

9,500,728.30 

3,370,000.001 

280,400.00) 

728,476.48 

^^^    ,      6,616,098.62 

French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads 18,483,000.00 


Heirs  of  Jules  Bran 

I  Frierdich&Co 

Heirs  of  Maninat 

,  Antolne  Fabianl 

J  Fieri  Dominique 

\ Fieri  Dominique  &  Co  . 

Heirs  of  Masslani 

Company  General  of  the  Orinoco . 


Amount 
claimed. 


Amount 
awarded. 


Bolivars. 

100,000.00 

Dismissed. 

100,000.00 

Dismissed. 

350,000.00 

Dismissed. 

2,406,563.35 

387,875.70 
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OPINIONS   OF  GOmaSSION  BENBEKED  IN  CARACAS,  a 

[Paria  Protocol.] 

LEDUC,  ST.  IVES,  FISCHER  A  CO.  CASE. 
CoznmiBsion  declared  without  Jurisdiction  because  claims  arose  subsequent  to  May  23, 1809. 

Paul,  Commisaitmer: 

This  claim  arose  out  of  a  debt  by  the  Grovemment  of  Venezuela  in  faver  of  Mr.  Domingo 
R.  Wetto,  a  tailor  domiciled  in  Caracas,  for  the  price  of  uniforms  for  the  national  army, 
which  debt  was  assigned  by  said  Mr.  Wetto  on  September  6,  1901,  to  the  firm  of  Leduc, 
St.  Ives,  Fischer  &  Co.,  as  appears  by  a  document  authenticated  by  the  parochial  court 
of  this  city  on  the  23d  of  said  month  and  year. 

The  orders  of  payments  drawn  by  the  minister  of  war  and  marine  in  favor  of  Wetto  are 
dated  August  1,  September  12  and  14,  and  October  19,  1899. 

As  appears  from  the  dates  of  these  orders  they  are  all  subsequent  to  May  23,  1899,  and 
consequently  the  examination  of  this  claim  does  not  belong  to  this  commission,  in  conformity 
with  Article  11  of  the  protocol  of  Paris,  which  determines  its  jurisdiction,  wherefore  the 
Venezuelan  arbitrator  is  of  opinion  that  the  commission  should  declare  itself  without 
jurisdiction  to  examine  it. 


BOOB  CASE. 
Damages  allowed  for  unlawful  imprisonment. 

Pai&l,  Commissioner: 

From  the  documents  presented  foUowing  the  facts  are  proven: 

That  Dr.  J.  M.  Aveledo,  as  attorney  of  Alfonso  Santerre  and  Carlos  Luciani,  on  the  17th 
of  October,  1888,  before  the  court  of  the  first  instance,  of  the  first  judicial  circuit  of  (Sudad 
Bolfvar,  instituted  a  suit  for  libel  against  Ernesto  Rog6,  superintendent  of  the  syndicate 
Alto  Orinoco.  The  judge  of  the  first  instance  received  testimony  requested  by  the  com- 
plainant and  that  of  said  Mr.  Rog^,  and,  not  finding  any  merit  from  the  summary  pro- 
ceedings to  follow  up  the  suit,  issued  a  decree  on  November  5  of  said  year  discontinuing 
the  action  and  declaring  that  it  did  not  injure  the  defendant  in  any  manner  as  to  his  repu- 
taton. 

This  decision  having  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  superior  judge  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  the  latter  official  by  a  decree  dated  January  7,  1889,  revoked  the  decree  issued  by 
the  judge  of  the  first  intsance  and  made  an  order  for  detention  against  the  citizen  Ernesto 

a  See  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  Ralston's  Report,  pp.  490-510,  inc.  Decided  by 
commission  under  Protocol  of  1902.  While  the  French  Commissioner  generally  concurred 
in  the  result  indicated  by  the  following  opinions,  they  were  not  submitted  to  him  and  he 
accepted  no  responsibility  for  their  reasoning. 

454 
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Rog^.  Dr.  F.  A.  Hammer  and  Ram<$n  Barrios  Gdmez  having  certified  that  Rog6  was 
suffering  from  rheumatism  in  the  prtecordial  region,  which  prevented  him  from  remaining 
in  the  public  jail  as  a  prisoner  of  that  city,  said  superior  judge  made  an  order  to  the  judge 
of  the  first  instance- that  he  should  transfer  said  Rog6  to  the  hospital  for  men  of  that  city. 

The  judgment  of  the  superior  judge  having  been  appealed  from  in  turn  by  Rog6,  the 
record  passed  to  the  supreme  court,  which  in  a  judgment  dated  February  13, 1889,  revoked 
in  all  its  parts  the  judgment  rendered  by  the  superior  court,  and  confirmed  the  decree 
issued  by  the  court  of  the  first  instance  on  November  5,  1888,  ordering  that  the  proper 
order  be  issued  so  that  the  defendant,  Rog6,  might  be  placed  at  liberty,  which  order  was 
made  on  the  same  day.  E.  Rog6  bases  his  claim  for  indenmity  upon  the  injury,  which  he 
asserts  was  committed  against  his  person,  in  ordering  his  detention  and  conunitting  him 
to  be  deprived  of  his  liberty  for  the  space  of  thirty-seven  dajrs,  the  superior  judge  of  Ciudad 
Bolivar  violating  by  this  proceeding  the  definite  provisions  of  article  271  of  the  code  of 
criminal  procedure. 

On  July  4,  1892,  Ernesto  Rog^  addressed  himself  to  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  of 
France,  asking  that  his  claim  be  pressed  against  the  Government  of  Venezuela  for  damages 
and  injuries  which  he  estimated  at  the  sum  of  200,000  bolivars. 

During  the  detention  of  Rog^  notes  were  exchanged  between  the  representative  of  France 
in  Venezuela  and  the  minister  of  foreign  relations  of  the  latter  country,  the  minister  of 
France  interposing  his  diplomatic  action  in  order  to  procure  the  prompt  release  of  Rog^ 
and  reserving  in  said  notes  all  rights  concerning  the  moral  and  material  satisfaction  that 
the  Grovemment  of  France  on  the  one  part,  or  Mr.  Rog6  on  the  other,  might  believe  they 
were  entitled  to  obtain  from  the  Government  of  Venezuela  with  reference  to  the  attempt 
consummated  against  the  liberty  of  a  French  citizen. 

Proof  also  exists  in  the  record,  which  shows  that  the  President  of  the  Republic  and  the 
minister  of  foreign  relations,  then  in  authority,  addressed  themselves  by  telegraph  concern- 
ing the  actions  of  the  French  minister  to  the  president  of  the  State  of  Bolivar,  asking  the 
necessary  information  for  a  correct  understanding  of  the  matter,  of  which  demand  the 
said  representative  was  duly  advised.  There  exists  also  a  telegram  dated  on  January  16, 
from  Mr.  Saint  Chaffray,  minister  of  the  French  Republic,  addressed  to  Mr.  Delort  at  Ciudad 
Bolivar,  which  says: 

"Relying  upon  the  intentions  and  sentiments  of  equity  of  the  Government,  I  do  not 
doubt  that  what  is  necessary  will  be  done  in  order  to  assure  Mr.  Rog6  of  the  benefits  of 
constitutional  guaranties  and,  on  this  occasion,  to  give  a  new  proof  of  its  benevolent  inten- 
tions toward  the  Alto  Orinoco  Company.'' 

The  superior  judge  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  in  ordering  the  detention  of  E.  Rog^,  violated  the 
provisions  of  articles  200  and  271  of  the  code  of  criminal  procedure,  it  being  expressly 
provided  by  said  articles  that — 

''In  every  case  of  discontinuance  if  the  act  in  controversy  has  warranted  the  detention 
of  the  defendant,  and  if  said  detention  has  been  effected,  the  person  or  persons  released 
from  responsibility  shall  inunediately  be  placed  at  liberty,  under  bond,  while  the  superior 
tribunals  affirm  or  overrule  the  judgment,  as  they  are  empowered  to  do  by  this  code." 

Rog6  not  having  been  properly  imprisoned  in  accordance  with  the  discontinuance  of 
the  judge  of  the  first  instance,  because  the  committing  magistrate  did  not  find  any  reason 
to  order  his  detention  in  conformity  with  article  137  of  said  code,  the  superior  judge  could 
not  order  the  arrest  of  the  accused,  because  he  had  not  been  put  at  liberty,  but  he  ought 
to  have  limited  himself  to  referring  his  judgment  to  the  supreme  court,  and  until  it  was 
rendered  final  by  its  confirmation  it  was  the  place  of  the  committing  magistrate  or  the  judge 
of  the  first  instance  to  fulfill  what  had  been  definitely  adjudged,  and  his  place  to  decree 
the  detention  of  the  accused. 

The  arbitrator  considers  this  violation  of  the  law  as  an  unjust  and  illegal  act  perpetrated 
by  the  superior  judge  of  Ciudad  Bolivar;  but  at  the  same  time  he  can  not  help  but  appreciate 
the  attitude  of  the  judge  of  the  first  instance,  who  in  a  truly  justified  and  honorable  judg- 
ment gave  ever^  sort  of  guaranty  and  satisfaction.    Likewise  he  considera  the  proceeding 
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of  the  supreme  court  entirely  in  accord  with  the  law  and  the  acts  which  the  President  of  the 
Repuhlic  and  his  ministers  of  interior  and  foreign  relations  performed  with  all  diligence  in 
order  to  satisfy,  as  far  as  possible,  the  demand  of  the  minister  of  France  in  favor  of  Rog6 
showing  without  any  doubt  what  the  said  representative  expressed  in  his  telegram  copied 
above,  the  good  intenti4m8  and  amtimenis  cf  equity  of  the  Government,  and  that  the  necessary 
steps  were  being  taken  to  assure  Mr.  Roge  of  the  benefit  cf  the  constitutional  guaranties. 

The  amount  of  indemnity  which  is  demanded  is,  under  every  aspect,  disproportionate, 
seeing,  as  it  is  demonstrated,  that  relief  was  sought  to  be  given  by  the  national  Government 
for  the  illegal  act  in  question  with  the  least  possible  delay,  and  it  was  corrected  by  the  judg- 
ment of  the  supreme  court  in  the  State  of  Bolivar. 

The  Venezuelan  commissioner  considers  that  it  would  be  a  reasonable  and  equitable  com- 
pensation for  the  damage  suffered  by  Rog6  on  account  of  his  detention  in  the  hospital  of 
Oiudad  Bolivar  for  thirty-seven  days  to  award  him  the  sum  of  10 AK)  bolivare. 


DEOAUVILLB  COMPANY  CASE. 

Demand  that  claim  be  paid  for  the  amount  demanded  in  bonds  of  diplomatic  debt  at  40  percent  of  their 
face  value  refused.  Held,  that  the  commission  had  no  jurisdiction  to  change  manner  of  payment 
prescribed  by  protocol. 

Paul,  Commissioner: 
This  claim  for  indemnity  is  made  up  of  the  following  amounts: 

Bolivars. 
Balance  of  the  debt  of  the  Grovemment  of  Venezuela  to  the  Decauville  Associa- 
tion, due  May  15,1889 10,923,46 

InstaUment  due  September  15, 1889 25,923.47 

Interest  at  6  per  cent,  in  accordance  with  the  liquidation 9, 896. 55 

Difference  on  account  of  the  value  which  is  contained  in  the  claim  of  the  bonds 
of  the  diplomatic  debt,  estimating  them  at  60  per  cent 31, 162. 32 

77. 905. 80 

The  document  presented  in  support  of  this  claim  consists  of  a  contract  made  between  Mr. 
Alberto  Smith,  minister  of  public  works,  with  the  authorization  of  the  Persident  of  the 
Republic,  and  the  Vicomte  Gonzague  de  la  Baume,  as  representative  of  the  Decauville  du 
Petit  Bourg  Company,  whereby  the  indebtedness  which  said  company  held  against  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Venezuela  for  the  sale  of  four  iron  bridges  was  hquidated  and  the  amount  of  said 
indebtedness  was  fixed  at  the  sum  of  77,770.39  bolivars,  inclusive  of  interest  to  the  dates  of 
the  respective  expirations  of  the  three  terms  agreed  on  in  said  contract  for  the  total  payment 
of  the  debt. 

It  appears,  from  a  conununication  addressed  by  the  citizen  minister  of  the  treasury  to  the 
minister  of  foreign  relations,  dated  June  5  of  the  present  year,  and  numbered  284,  a  copy  of 
which  has  been  transmitted  to  this  commission,  that  the  account  which  the  representative 
of  the  Decauville  company  makes  of  the  payments  made  by  the  Government  of  Venezuela 
upon  the  dates  therein  indicated  on  account  of  the  debt,  is  correct,  and  the  balance  which 
results  as  being  owed  on  account  of  this  debt  at  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  respective 
obligations,  amounting  to  36,848.93  bolivars,  is  likewise  correct.  Notwithstanding  that 
the  liquidation  of  interest  made  in  the  contract  between  the  minister  of  public  works  and 
the  representative  of  the  Decauville  company  was  made  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  annually 
up  to  the  dates  established  for  the  subsequent  payments  of  the  debt,  there  is  no  proof  that 
it  was  agreed  to  make  any  agreement  in  the  future  for  interest  upon  the  sums  which  might 
remain  owing  at  the  same  rate,  wherefore  the  rate  established  by  this  commission  ought  to 
govern  in  this  case — that  is  to  say,  that  in  the  cases  in  which  there  is  no  express  agreement 
concerning  interest  there  will  be  allowed  upon  liquidated  debts  or  obligations  for  loans  of 
cash  at  the  legal  rate  of  3  per  cent,  in  conformity  with  article  1720  of  our  code,  which  is  in 
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accord  with  article  1907  of  the  French  civil  code.  This  liquidation  being  carried  into  effect 
from  the  respective  dates  upon  the  balances  which  have  remained  owing,  a  result  of  4,530.85 
bolivars  is  obtained. 

The  contention  which  the  claimant  makes  that  he  should  be  allowed  40  per  cent  more 
upon  the  amount  of  the  principal  debt  and  upon  the  interest  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
payment  was  made,  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  in  bonds  of  the  3  per  cent 
diplomatic  debt,  instead  of  in  cash,  is  entirely  inadmissible,  because  the  party  claimant  has 
spontaneously  submitted  his  demand  to  this  commission,  whose  authority  is  limited  to 
examining  the  claims  presented  by  Frenchmen,  founded  upon  facts  prior  to  May  23,  1899, 
fixing  the  amount  thereof  in  conformity  with  the  proofs  which  relate  to  the  facts  upon  which 
they  are  based  and  in  conformity  with  the  grounds  that  may  justify  them. 

The  method  of  payment  established  by  Article  III  of  the  protocol  is  a  fact  entirely  sepa- 
rated from  the  duty  of  judging  concerning  the  justice  or  injustice  of  the  demand. 

This  fact  relates  solely  to  the  execution  of  the  judgment  which  the  arbitrators  may  pro- 
nounce, and  this  conclusion  is  clearly  deduced  from  the  terms  of  said  article,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

'^  Awards  [those  which  the  arbitrators  or  the  umpire  may  allow]  shall  be  paid  to  the  French 
Grovemment  in  bonds  of  the  3  per  cent  diplomatic  debt  within  three  months  after  the  agree- 
ment or  judgment."  a 

The  provision  which  Article  IV  of  the  protocol  contains  is  of  the  same  character,  and 
provides: 

*'  That  the  Government  of  Venezuela  shall  ask  Congress  to  include  in  the  provision  for 
expenses  the  sums  necessary  for  the  payment  of  the  monthly  installments  in  arrears  of  the 
diplomatic  debt,  and  the  holders  of  bonds  of  that  debt  shall,  besides,  participate  in  all  the 
advantages  which  may  accrue  to  them  from  the  strict  application  of  the  Venezuelan  laws 
applicable  to  the  premises." 

The  definite  provision  of  Article  III  and  that  which  Article  IV  of  the  protocol  contains 
relate  solely  to  negotiations  of  government  with  government,  which  refer  to  the  manner  of 
paying  obligations  incurred,  be  it  by  contract,  by  former  arbitral  decisions,  or  by  those  which 
the  present  commission  may  pronounce.  It  is  solely  for  the  respective  governments  to  deter- 
mine the  manner  of  payment  by  special  agreement,  and  in  no  way  can  this  be  attributed 
to  the  arbitrators,  who  are  only  called  upon  to  decide  concerning  the  justice  of  the  claim  and 
to  determine  tiie  amount  which  the  Government  of  Venezuela  has  to  pay,  in  case  it  has  to 
pay,  taking  into  consideration  the  facts  and  foundation  of  the  claim. 

It  is  to  be  observed  that  among  the  40  claims  which  have  been  presented  before  this 
commission  up  to  date,  embraced  in  Article  II  of  the  protocol  signed  at  Paris  February  19, 
1902,  the  claim  concerning  which  this  decision  is  given  is  the  first  to  set  up  the  extraordinary 
and  rash  contention  that  there  be  attributed  to  the  diplomatic  debt  by  the  arbitrators  a 
value  of  40  per  cent,  thereby  causing  a  notorious  injury  to  the  actual  holders  of  said  debt  and 
to  those  who  are  authorized  by  the  findings  of  this  commission  to  receive  in  payment  of  their 
debt,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  protocol,  bonds  of  the  said  diplomatic  debt.  Such  an 
arbitrary  proceeding  would  cause  the  continued  depreciation  of  the  value  of  the  debt  until  it 
destroyed  it  completely,  and  the  holders  of  it  would  be  the  first  to  suffer  the  consequences  of 
the  values  established  against  the  economic  rules  which  govern  public  securities. 

Therefore  this  portion  of  the  claim  is  disallowed,  and  it  is  admitted  for  the  principal  and 
interest  estimated  until  the  15th  of  September  of  the  present  year,  or,  say,  three  months 
after  the  date  of  the  present  award,  amounting  to  41 ,377.78  bolivars. 

a  Page  3. 
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LALANNB  AND  LEDOUB  CASE. 

Damages  allowed  because  of  unjustified  refusal  of  customs  officials  to  dear  ship  from  Venezuelan  port . 

Paul,  Commissioner: 

This  claim  is  composed  of  34^6.40  bolivars  demanded  by  G.  I^damie  for  damages  and 
injuries  resulting  from  the  fact  that  the  head  of  the  custom-house  of  Ciudad  Bolivar  did  not 
permit  the  shipment,  in  June,  1886,  on  the  steamer  Dieu  Merci,  of  120  head  of  cattle  which 
Gren.  G.  Battistini  held  ready  to  send  to  Guayana,  as  had  been  done  in  other  prior  shipments, 
in  order  to  fulfill  the  contracts  made  by  Lalanne  with  the  governor  of  French  Guiana,  for 
furnishing  meat  to  the  penitentiary,  garrison,  and  other  administrations  of  Guiana,  and  for 
14,400  bolivars  which  the  owner  of  the  steamer  Dieu  Merci  demands  for  the  freight  which 
the  cargo  of  120  head  of  cattle  ought  to  have  produced  him  at  120  francs  each,  of  which  he 
was  deprived. 

From  the  documents  presented  in  this  claim  and  in  that  of  G.  Battistini,  which  is  joined 
with  it,  it  is  seen  that  G.  Lalanne  periodically  sent  to  Ciudad  Bolivar  a  steamship  to  load 
cattle  destined  for  Guiana  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  contract  with  the  governor  of 
said  colony;  that  a  contract  being  in  existence,  made  between  Messrs.  Fonseca,  Navarro  & 
Co.,  merchants,  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  with  the  national  Crovemment,  which  accorded  them  the 
exclusive  privilege  of  exporting  cattle  by  steamships,  which  said  firm  ought  to  have  put  in 
operation  for  the  navigation  of  the  Orinoco  River  between  Ciudad  Bolivar  and  the  West 
Indies;  that  they  had  consented  to  the  exporting  of  cattle  in  steamers  sent  by  Lalanne, 
charging  for  each  shipment  8  bolivars  per  head;  that  in  its  turn  the  national  custom-house  in 
Ciudad  Bolivar  required,  in  order  to  give  permission  for  shipments  of  cattle,  that  there  be 
presented  by  the  shipper  the  order  or  permission  of  Fonseca  &  Co.,  showing  the  payment  to 
them  of  the  tax  imposed;  that  in  accordance  with  this  rule  G.  Battistini  had  been  permitted 
to  ship  cattle  for  Cayena  in  steamships,  by  order  and  for  the  account  of  Lalanne,  up  to  the 
number  of  767  head,  from  September,  1885,  to  March,  1886,  Battistini  having  paid  to 
Fonseca,  Navarre  &  Co.  the  sum  of  6,136  bolivars,  as  is  proven  by  the  receipt  of  C4ish  by 
Alejandro  Mantilla,  as  attorney  for  Fonseca  &  Co.;  that  in  the  month  of  June,  1886,  the 
steamer  Dieu  Merci  arrived  at  Ciudad  Bolivar  to  load  the  customary  120  head  of  cattle 
which  G.  Battistini  had  ready  for  this  journey  upon  the  order  and  for  the  account  of  Lalanne, 
and  that  it  was  not  possible  to  complete  the  shipment  because  the  custom-house  had  refused 
to  permit  it,  alleging  that  the  order  of  Fonseca  &  Co.  had  not  been  presented  to  it,  as  was 
necessary;  that  it  was  impossible  to  obtain  this  order  because  Messrs.  Fonseca  &  Co. 
refused  to  give  it,  notwithstanding  that  payment  of  the  tax  was  offered  them,  as*  had  been 
done  before,  and  even  Battistini  had  offered  to  buy  from  Fonseca  &  Co.  their  own  cattle 
and  ship  them  in  place  of  those  Battistini  held  ready;  that  these  refusals  of  Fonseca  &  Co. 
and  that  of  the  maritime  government  house  at  Gudad  Bolivar  caused  the  detention  for  sev- 
eral days  of  the  steamer  Dieu  Merci  in  the  harbor  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  and  caused  it  to  depart 
from  the  port  without  loading  the  cattle  under  the  protest  of  the  captain;  and,  finally,  it 
is  also  proven  that  in  the  months  following,  the  voyages  of  the  steamer  and  the  shipments  of 
cattle  were  continued  for  the  account  of  Lalanne,  the  shipment  being  permitted  by  the 
Government  custom-house  at  Ciudad  Bolivar,  because  the  hindrances  placed  upon  traffic  in 
cattle  on  the  Orinoco  by  the  house  of  Fonseca  &  Co.  had  in  fact  ceased. 

During  the  period  of  the  first  events  the  president  of  the  State  of  Guiana  was  Gen.  Rai- 
mundo  Fonseca,  an  active  member  of  the  firm  of  Fonseca,  Navarro  &  Co.,  and  at  the  time 
when  the  opposition  of  said  house  to  the  shipment  of  cattle  in  Ciudad  Bolivar  ceased  General 
Fonseca  ceased  to  be  president  of  that  section,  being  called  by  Gen.  Guzm&n  Blanco  to  form 
a  part  of  his  cabinet  in  September,  1886.  These  facts  being  taken  into  consideration  in  the 
light  of  an  impartial  and  just  appreciation,  the  conviction  results  that  an  abuse  of  authority 
was  committed  by  the  president  of  the  State  of  Guiana  by  refusing,  in  his  capacity  as  an 
associate  of  the  firm  of  Fonseca  &  Co.,  to  permit  the  shipment  of  cattle  under  the  same  con- 
ditions that  his  commercial  firm  had  adopted  in  prior  shipments,  and  that  this  abuse  was 
arbitrarily  sustained  by  the  chief  of  the  customs  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  who  oug^t  to  have 
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authorized  the  shipment  upon  learning  that  the  owners  of  the  cattle  were  disposed  to  pay  to 
Fonseca  &  Co.  the  same  duties  or  taxes  which  in  prior  shipments  they  had  received.  This 
dual  entity  of  first  magistrate  of  a  hody  politic  and  partner  of  a  commercial  firm  putting  in 
action  the  influences  of  his  power  in  order  to  obtain  pecuniaiy  benefits  at  the  cost  of  legiti- 
mate interests  created  under  the  protection  of  the  constitutional  guaranties  naturaDy  pro- 
duced a  disturbance  in  the  dealings  established  at  Ciudad  Bolfvar  by  Lalanne  for  the  ship- 
ment of  cattle,  and  gave  rise  to  the  present  claim  which,  even  if  excessively  exaggerated,  has 
in  its  favor  the  principle  of  equity.  Having  admitted  this  in  the  claim  of  Lalanne  and 
Ledour,  the  former  a  contractor  in  the  purchase  and  exportation  of  cattle  for  Cayena  and  the 
latter  the  owner  of  the  steamer  Dieu  Merd,  the  Venezuelan  commissioner  proceeds  to 
estimate  the  damage  suffered  by  both. 

'  The  death  of  the  29  head  of  cattle,  which  Lalanne  claims  took  place  in  the  journey  from 
Demerara  to  Cayena,  is  not  proven,  and  it  is  only  proven  that  the  Dieu  Merd  took  on  board 
at  Cayena  75  head  of  cattle  coming  from  Demerara.  Nor  is  the  difference  in  price  between 
the  cost  of  the  cattle  bought  at  Demerara  and  the  cost  of  the  cattle  in  Ciudad  Bolivar  des- 
tined for  the  shipment  proved.  The  prospective  profits  of  122.50  bolivars  for  each  head  of 
cattle  which  the  contractor  believed  he  would  obtain  for  the  120  head  which  ought  to  have 
>  been  shipped  from  Ciudad  BoKvar  is  exaggerated,  since  it  is  equivalent  to  100  per  cent  on  the 
price  of  the  cattle  in  that  city;  besides  this,  damage  can  not  be  demanded  except  for  45 
head,  since  75  were  unloaded  in  Cayena  upon  that  voyage  of  the  Dieu  Merely  and  upon  them 
the  contractor  realized  the  profit  which  they  ought  to  have  yielded.  There  is  likewise  an 
exaggeration  in  the  demand  of  the  shipowner  for  14,400  bolivars  for  the  freight  upon  120 
head  of  cattle  which  he  did  not  take  on  at  Ciudad  Bolivar,  since  this  damage  is  reduced  to 
the  freight  on  45  fewer  cattle  loaded  upon  said  voyage,  to  the  expenses  of  delay  during  his 
stay  at  Ciudad  Bolivar,  and  to  those  of  the  journey  and  stay  at  Demerara. 

Taking  these  points  into  consideration,  the  Venezuelan  commissioner  allows  G.  Lalanne 
an  indemnity  of  4,000  bolivars,  and  the  owner  of  the  ship  Dieu  Merd  4,000  bolivars — in  all, 
for  the  total  claim,  8,000  bolivars. 


BATnSTINI  CASE. 

Damages  allowed  claimant  for  onjustifled  refusal  of  customs  officials  to  dear  ship,  whereby  claimant 

suffered  injury. 
Damages  allowed  for  wrongful  imprisonment. 

Claim  for  payment  of  outstanding  bonds  disallowed  because  of  want  of  proof  of  ownership  thereof. 
ClaimHdlowed  against  Federal  Oovemment  for  supplies  furnished  the  State  of  Quayana. 

PAtJL,  Commissioner: 

This  claim  is  composed  of  ten  distinct  items,  which  the  petitioner  classifies,  estimating  the 
amount  of  each  one  of  them,  wherefore  this  opinion  will  refer  particularly  to  each  of  them, 
examining  the  origin  and  the  proofs  upon  which  they  are  based,  and  will  indicate  the 
opinion  which  the  corresponding  demand  for  indemnity  may  merit. 

1 .  For  hindrances  opposed  to  the  departure  of  the  French  steamer  Dieu  Merd  with  a  cargo 
of  cattle  destined  for  Demerara  and  Cayena,  and  the  consequent  necessity  of  leaving  this 
caigo  on  shore  where  the  cattle  were  destined  for  the  provision  of  the  government  of 
Cayena,  the  claimant  demands  100,000  bolivars. 

A  claim  on  account  of  these  same  facts  has  been  presented  before  this  commission  by 
Messrs.  G.  Lalanne  and  H.  Ledour,  the  former  a  contractor  for  the  furnishing  of  cattle  for 
the  Oovemment  of  French  Guayana,  and  the  latter  the  owner  of  the  steamer  Dieu  Merd, 
and  that  claim  was  decided,  an  allowance  of  8,000  bolivars  being  made  for  the  damages, 
because  the  custom-house  at  Ciudad  Bolivar  did  not  allow  the  shipment  of  120  head  of  cattle 
destined  by  Battistini  to  fulfill  the  order  of  shipment  for  his  constituent,  Lalanne.  The 
cattle  appear  to  have  been  the  property  of  Battistini,  who  sold  them  to  Lalanne  at  a  given 
price.    It  does  not  appear  that  these  cattle  were  lost  or  decreased  in  value  as  a  consequence 
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of  remaining  in  Ciudad  Bolfvar,  and  it  is  proved  that  the  voyage  of  the  steamers  and  ship- 
ment of  cattle  continued  without  interruption,  Battistini  himself  carrying  out  said  shipment 
for  the  account  and  by  order  of  Lalanne. 

The  injury  suffered  by  Battistini,  who  is  the  owner  of  pasture  lands  on  the  banks  of  the 
Orinoco,  was  nothing  but  his  returning  these  cattle  to  the  pastures  or  their  sale  in  CSudad 
Bolivar  at  a  price  not  so  high  as  the  transaction  of  Lalanne  assured  him.  Estimating  this 
expense  or  loss  conservatively,  the  smn  of  5,000  bolivars  is  allowed  in  this  respect. 

2.  For  the  matter  of  Caliman,  civil  chief  of  CSudad  Bolivar,  who  (according  to  the  record) 
has  committed  injustices  in  detriment  to  his  interests,  20,000  bolivars. 

From  the  record  it  appears  only  that  the  civil  chief,  Caliman,  ordered  the  withdrawal  from 
public  market  of  Ciudad  BoKvar  of  a  quantity  of  raw  meat,  which  Battistini  had  sent  there  for 
its  sale,  disobeying  positive  orders  not  to  do  so,  because  this  act  was  contrary  to  a  contract 
made  with  certain  persons  for  the  furnishing  of  meat  in  the  market.  The  meat  withdrawn 
was  attached  and  sold  at  public  auction  by  the  police  officer.  There  exists  no  other  proof 
referring  to  the  action  of  the  civil  authority  against  the  interests  of  claimants,  and  no 
claim  against  the  nation  can  be  founded  upon  this  procedure  of  municipal  regulation. 

3.  For  the  claim  of  Pereira  Alvarez,  judge  of  the  first  instance  at  Ciudad  Bolfvar,  who,  as 
Battistini  says,  has  committed  abominable  injustices  against  his  person  and  against  his 
interests,  for  which  he  has  not  been  able  to  obtain  any  reparation  before  the  tribimals,  40,000 
bolivars. 

It  is  proven  that  because  Battistini  had  protested  against  the  action  of  the  civil  chief, 
Caliman,  in  withdrawing  from  the  market  his  raw  meat,  a  protest  which  the  subtreasurer  of 
Ciudad  Bolivar  did  not  wish  to  record,  because  he  considered  it  offensive  to  the  authority. 
Judge  Pereira  Alvarez  rendered  judgment  for  calumny  and  injuries  against  Battistini,  and 
issued  an  order  of  arrest  against  him  and  a  mandate  to  all  the  authorities  to  cany  it  into 
effect.  Battistini  fled  from  the  locality  and  came  to  the  capital  of  the  Republic  seeking  pro- 
tection. The  son  of  Battistini  complained  to  the  judge,  and  the  latter  revoked  the  order  of 
detention,  because  the  offense  had  not  been  proven;  that  is,  because  there  was  nothing 
injurious  or  calumnious  in  Battistini's  protest.  Battistini  sued  the  judge,  Pereira  Alvarez, 
before  the  court  for  neglect  in  the  exercise  of  his  duties,  but  the  court  could  not  move  because 
Battistini  was  not  able  to  obtain  the  necessary  copies  of  documents  which  the  judge  in  ques- 
tion ought  to  have  ordered  to  be  issued  to  him,  and  his  solicitations  in  this  regard  before  the 
president  of  the  State  and  other  local  officials  were  futile.  These  facts  proved  the  denial  of 
justice,  because  the  local  authorities  deprived  Battistini  of  the  legal  means  of  instit^iting 
before  the  competent  tribunals  the  actions  which  the  laws  would  authorize  him  in  case  he 
might  improperly  have  been  condemned  to  a  criminal  judgment.  In  this  respect  the  Vene- 
zuelan commissioner  believes  that  Battistini  is  entitled  to  an  indemnity  which,  in  relation  to 
the  offense  and  the  injuries  which  the  arbitrary  order  of  detention  of  the  judge  caused  him, 
he  estimates  at  25,000  bolivars, 

4.  This  item  of  the  claim  is  a  demand  for  indemnity  amounting  to  75,000  bolivars  for 
principal  and  interests  for  a  certain  number  of  coupons  or  bonds  of  the  debt  of  the  State  of 
Guayana,  of  which  Battistini  says  he  is  the  owner,  and  that  by  decree  of  President-General 
Fonseca,  it  was  ordered  that  they  should  not  be  admitted  as  had  been  the  custom  in  payment 
in  the  tax  offices  of  the  State  unless  they  had  been  redeemed  up  to  date.  The  claimant  has 
not  presented  the  original  bonds  or  any  part  of  them  which  he  may  have  in  his  possession. 
The  failure  to  present  said  bonds  makes  an  appreciation  regarding  the  legitimacy  of  the 
claim  impossible,  because  its  essential  foundation,  which  is  the  ownership  or  existence  under 
the  control  of  Battistini  of  such  certificates  or  bonds  and  the  exact  ascertainment  of  their 
amount,  is  wanting.  Besides  this  circumstance,  which  by  itself  alone  nullifies  the  claim,  it 
appears  from  the  claim  of  Battistini  himself  that  these  bonds  are  nothing  else  but  bonds  of  a 
public  debt  of  the  State  of  Guayana  extinguishable  from  the  time  of  their  issue  in  1878  by  10 
per  cent  of  the  ordinary  receipts  of  the  treasury  of  the  State;  that  later,  in  November,  1882, 
the  president  of  the  State  suspended  the  circulation  of  said  bonds,  and  on  December  9  of 
said  year  he  issued  a  decree  ordering  their  redemption  by  means  of  payments  to  be  made 
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out  of  an  allotment  of  25  per  cent  of  the  special  revenue  oTthe  State  of  Bolivar  destined  for 
the  section  of  Quayana  on  June  7,  1884,  and  payment  was  made  whereby  the  value  of  the 
bonds  was  reduced  from  104,837  bolivars,  the  amount  of  the  first  issue,  to  the  sum  of  49,507 
Mivars,  which  sum  Battistini  says  was  completely  in  his  possession;  that  the  effects  of  the 
jfinancial  crisis  that  took  place  at  that  time  and  the  reduction  of  25  per  cent  in  the  revenue 
of  the  allowance  and  by  the  territorial  revenues  hindered  the  continuation  of  the  extinguish- 
ment, and  finally  that  the  legislature  of  the  State  by  a  legislative  act  of  1888  passed  a  law 
concerning  the  public  debt  which  had  as  an  object  to  consolidate  all  the  debts  of  the  State. 
It  is  to  this  decree  that  the  judgments  of  the  court  in  the  various  grades  of  jurisdiction  of  the 
State  of  Bolivar  have  remitted  Mr.  Battistini  in  the  suit  which  he  instituted  against  the 
treasury  of  the  State  for  the  payment  of  the  bonds  which  were  in  his  possession.  In  May, 
1890,  Battistini,  the  claimant,  instituted  a  proceeding  of  cassation  against  this  decision  in 
the  supreme  court  of  Ciudad  Bolivar  as  a  court  of  last  resort,  and  on  the  16th  of  that  month 
the  court  of  cassation  granted  the  appeal  which,  as  appears  from  the  statement  of  Battistini, 
was  allowed  to  lapse. 

There  are,  therefore,  final  judgments  which  decree  that  Battistini,  like  any  other  holder 
of  the  internal  debt  of  the  State  of  Guaiana,  is  obliged  to  submit  himself  to  the  laws  or 
decrees  which  govern  the  extinguishment  of  said  debt. 

It  is  a  principle  of  public  international  law  that  the  int-emal  debt  of  a  state,  classified  as  a 
public  debt,  which  is  subject  to  speculations  current  among  that  sort  of  values  which  are 
acquired  freely  and  spontaneously  at  very  different  rates  of  quotations  which  mark  great 
fluctuations  of  their  rise  and  fall,  can  never  be  the  subject  of  international  claims  in  order  to 
obtain  their  immediate  payment  in  cash  a  just  as  they  can  not  be  the  subject  of  judgments 
before  the  tribunals  of  the  country  in  order  that  their  holders  may  obtain  the  payment  of 
their  nominal  value.  To  establish  such  a  principle  would  be  to  put  a  premium  upon  stock 
jobbing,  which  would  be  often  possible  with  this  sort  of  public  values,  and  would  place 
nations  at  the  mercy  of  speculators  who  might  obtain  control  of  all  their  internal  debt. 
The  certificates  or  bonds,  in  question  in  the  matter  of  the  claim  of  Battistini,  in  this  sub- 
division, are  in  the  same  condition  as  the  internal  debt  of  the  nation,  which  amounts  to 
many  millions  and  bears  interest,  and  it  is  more  than  four  years  since  payment  for  its 
extinguishment  and  the  payment  of  interest  has  been  suspended  on  account  of  the  abnormal 
,  condition  caused  by  the  war.  Could  these  mixed  commissions  have  jurisdiction  to  decide 
claims  which  the  foreign  holders  of  this  internal  debt  might  present  to  them  in  order  to 
obtain  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  interests? 

This  could  not  be  sustained  even  with  respect  to  the  foreign,  or  as  it  is  called  diplomatic 
debt,  of  3  per  cent,  nor  with  respect  to  any  public  debt  which  has  been  put  upon  the  specu- 
lative market  and  may  therefore  pass  from  hand  to  hand  by  virtue  of  transactions  prompted 
daily  by  those  who  profit  from  the  rise  and  fall  of  public  securities. 

This  portion  of  the  claim  is  declared  inadmissible,  because  it  can  not  be  prosecuted  before 
this  Commission. 

5.  This  portion  of  the  claim  arises  out  of  the  recovery  of  a  private  debt  which  Mr.  Hernan- 
dez Lopez  contracted  in  favor  of  Battistini,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  12,228  bolivars,  and 
which  gave  rise  to  a  suit  prosecuted  before  the  competent  judge  of  Ciudad  Bolivar,  in  which 
judgment  was  rendered  and  ordered  to  be  executed  ordering  the  attachment  of  the  property 
of  the  debtor.  This  attachment  could  not  be  carried  into  effect  because  Hernandez  disap- 
peared from  the  place  of  execution  and  the  property  of  the  debtor  could  not  be  found  upon 
which  to  lay  it.  Battistini  seeks  to  maKe  the  nation  responsible  for  the  insolvency  of  his 
private  debtor,  an  unsustainable  and  evidently  rash  pretension,  which  only  indicates  in  the 
petitioner  a  true  monomania  for  claims.  The  amount  of  this  portion  of  the  claim  therefore 
is  disallowed,  which  is  25,000  bolivars. 

6.  The  claim  of  35,000  bolivars  for  a  certain  quantity  of  scarrapiaf  which  was  declared 
contraband  after  a  formal  judgment  which  was  twice  appealed  and  terminated  in  the  full 

a  In  the  Italian  Commission  of  1903  (Boccardo  case,  not  reported)  judgment  was  given  on 
internal  bonds  on  authority  of  Aspinwall  case,  Moore's  International  Arbitrations,  p.  3616. 
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Federal  court  confirming  the  judgments  of  the  first  and  second  instances,  which  condemned 
Battistini  to  lose  the  sacks  of  mrrapia,  a  contraband  article,  and  to  the  payment  of  double 
duties,  lacks  all  foundation,  because  there  is  upon  this  matter  res  judicata,  and  it  ou^t 
therefore  to  be  disallowed. 

(Items  7, 8,  and  9  dismissed  for  want  of  proof.) 

10.  For  the  value  of  a  certificate  issued  in  favor  of  Domingo  Marfa  Battistini  April  29, 
1891,  by  the  general  internal  treasurer  of  the  State  of  BoHvar,  recognizing  the  debt  against 
the  old  State  of  Quayana,  amounting  to  13,780  bolivars,  for  supplies  made  to  the  State  of 
Guayana  and  by  order  of  the  citizen  president  of  the  same  State,  No.  2307.  This  is  admitted 
for  said  sum. 

For  interests  upon  this  receipt  and  other  general  injuries  there  is  allowed  by  the  arbitrators 
the  sum  of  6,220  bolivars. 

(This  claim  was  allowed  for  50,000  bolivars.) 


PITON  CA8B.a 

Prescription  unless  pleaded  by  the  debtor  vlli  not  be  taken  Into  consideration  by  the  Commission. 

Paul,  Commissumer  : 

The  claimants,  in  their  capacity  of  French  citizens,  and  sole  and  legitimate  children 
of  P.  Claudius  Piton  and  Augustina  Piton,  n^  Lemoine,  as  appears  from  the  public  docu- 
ments which  have  been  presented  before  this  commission,  demand  from  the  Government 
of  Venezuela  the  payment  of  the  sum  of  489,468.64  bolivars  for  capital  and  interest  accrued 
since  the  date  of  their  claim,  arising  out  of  the  acknowledgment  made  by  the  minister 
of  interior  and  justice  on  January  7,  1868,  and  by  a  resolution  of  the  same  date  marked 
No.  5,  in  favor  of  Messrs.  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.,  for  the  following  amounts:  For  the  balance 
due  on  a  credit  of  $60,000,  to  which  they  have  a  right  by  the  contract  of  July  20,  1856, 
made  with  the  honorable  municipal  council  of  La  Guaira,  and  approved  by  the  govern- 
ment of  the  former  province  of  Caracas  on  August  28  of  the  same  year,  said  contract  having 
as  an  object  the  furnishing  of  drinkable  water  to  the  city  of  La  Guaira  by  means  of  an  iron 
pipe,  the  construction  of  various  public  fountains,  the  building  of  a  reservoir  for  the  storage 
of  the  waters,  and  the  repairing  of  the  aqueduct  in  various  places,  $38,411.16. 
For  interest  accrued  upon  this  balance  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum 

from  June  1, 1860,  until  December  31, 1867 ,  $16,751.50 

For  damages  and  injuries  which  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.  claim  for  the  breach  of  the 
contract  (it  being  remembered  that  this  amount  is  much  less  than  what 
the  profit  of  1  per  cent  per  month  would  have  been  which  was  indicated 
as  simple  interest  in  the  original  contract) 7, 500. 00 


62.662.66 
It  was  moreover  resolved  that  this  sum  of  $62,662.66  should  be  paid  by  the  administra- 
tion of  the  revenues  of  the  department  of  Vargas  by  the  receipts  from  the  public  market 
of  said  city  of  La  Guaira,  and  by  the  tariff  for  pure  water  which  should  be  collected  at  that 
place,  the  payments  having  to  be  made  monthly  and  the  account  to  bear  interest  at  said 
rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum  only  upon  the  balance  of  $38,411.16,  since  in  no  case  could 
interest  be  paid  upon  interest. 

As  appears  from  the  documents  registered  at  La  Guaira  on  January  28,  1868,  under 
No.  4,  protocol  8,  the  collector  of  revenues  of  the  municipal  council  of  the  department 
of  Vargas,  Mr.  G.  Quevedo,  by  virtue  of  the  special  authorization  of  said  body,  by  said 
instrument,  put  Messrs.  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.  into  possession  of  the  receipts  of  the  maiket 
and  of  pure  water  which  might  be  collected  by  the  administration  of  municipal  revenues 
of  the  department  of  Vargas,  its  product  to  be  delivered  monthly,  without  any  otiier 
reduction  except  what  might  be  caused  by  its  collection. 

o Reported  in  Venezuelan  Arbitrations  of  1903,  p.  507,  as  "  Daniel"  case. 
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It  appears  from  the  documents  presented  that  the  administrative  council  of  the  depart- 
ment of  Vai^gas  carried  on  with  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.  an  open  account  in  fulfillment  of  the 
resolution  of  the  ministry  of  the  interior  and  justice,  imder  the  division  of  districts  until 
November  1, 1871,  when  the  change  of  application  of  the  fimds  destined  for  the  extinction 
of  the  capital  acknowledged  to  he  due  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.,  and  the  interest  on  said  capital 
at  one-half  per  cent  per  month.  From  this  last  account  it  appears  that  upon  the  above 
date,  November  1,  1871,  the  mimicipal  council  of  the  department  of  Vargas  owed  A. 
Lemoine  &  Co.  the  following: 

For  capital $31,944.04 

Interest 25,234.62 

Damages  and  injuries  acknowledged 7, 500. 00 

64,678.66 

An  account  has  been  presented  bearing  date  April  17,  1882,  showing  an  amount  due 
of  $84,643.66  as  the  balance  of  the  capital  and  interest  in  favor  of  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.,  and 
a  note  addressed  by  the  president  of  the  municipal  council  of  the  district  of  Vargas,  dated 
June  1, 1883,  No.  188,  to  Mr.  Daniel  Dibble,  in  order  that  he  might  transmit  it  to  the  heirs 
of  A.  Lemoine,  deceased,  wherein  he  announced  to  them  that  said  municipal  council  at 
its  session  of  June  7,  1883,  had  resolved  with  reference  to  the  claim  presented  by  said 
heirs  upon  March  31  of  said  year,  to  approve  the  opinion  of  representative  Manuel  F.  Sojo 
couched  in  the  following  terms: 

"That  it  being  a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance,  and  his  many  duties  not  permitting 
him  to  examine  it,  he  retiimed  it,  indicating  that  he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  have  the 
advice  of  a  lawyer." 

The  president  of  the  council  in  said  communication  also  announced  that  the  body  had 
postponed  until  another  session  the  choice  of  the  lawyer  to  be  consulted. 

Under  letters  D  and  E  two  plain  copies  of  the  two  communications,  the  first  addressed 
in  July,  1895,  by  C&rlos  Piton  in  his  own  right,  and  Santiago  Carias  as  the  representative 
of  Amelia  and  Isabel  Piton  to  the  municipal  council  of  the  department  of  Vaigas,  in 
which  they  requested  that  order  be  given  that  a  liquidation  might  be  made  showing  the 
indebtedness  of  said  council  to  the  heirs  of  Augusto  Lemoine  on  account  of  the  iron  pipe 
line  at  La  Quaira,  in  accordance  with  the  contract  in  the  premises  which  appeared  in  evi. 
dence  in  said  record,  and  they  demanded  that  a  certified  copy  be  issued  to  them  of  such 
liquidation. 

The  second  communication,  dated  at  Caracas  in  September,  1896,  is  written  by  the 
same  petitioners  and  was  addressed  to  the  president  of  the  State  of  Miranda,  of  which 
State  the  city  of  La  Guaira  then  formed  a  part,  asking  said  official  that  he  examine  the 
documents  which  the  demand  mentioned  and  that  he  might  signify  that  he  considered  it 
just,  and  that  he  might  fix  upon  a  fortnightly  payment  for  the  gradual  extinguishment 
of  the  debt.  It  is  not  proved  that  these  two  demands  have  reached  their  destination, 
and  that  consequently  any  determination  with  respect  to  them  was  reached. 

From  the  facts  stated,  it  appears  that  an  agreement  duly  recorded  existed  by  which 
the  National  Grovemment  through  its  official,  the  minister  of  the  interior  and  justice,  acknowl- 
edged an  indebtedness  in  favor  of  Messrs.  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.  of  $66,682.66,  as  capital,  inter- 
est, and  damages,  and  injuries  in  January,  1868,  ordering  the  gradual  extinction  of  this 
debt  by  means  of  the  receipts  of  the  rents  of  the  market  and  pure  water  of  the  eity  of 
La  Guaira;  that  this  agreement  was  performed  for  the  space  of  three  years  and  ten  months, 
Messrs.  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.  receiving  from  the  municipal  rents  of  the  district  of  Vargas 
various  sums  from  said  rents,  which  extinguished  in  part  the  balance  owed  upon  the 
capital,  and  that  portion  owed  for  interest  increased,  whereby,  by  November  1,  1871, 
the  general  balance  ol  the  running  account  in  favor  of  A.  Lemoine  &  Co.  amounted  to 
$64,678.66;  that  from  this  last  date  it  aoes  not  appear  that  there  has  ever  been  any  action 
taken  by  the  owner  of  the  debt  directly,  nor  by  their  legitimate  successors  in  interest, 
before  the  competent  tribunals  or  officials  of  the  country,  demanding  the  fulfillment  of  the 
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agreement  made  with  the  municipal  corporation  of  La  Guaira.  It  is  not  possible  to  leave 
out  of  consideration  this  notable  circumstance  which  as  a  consequence  has  caused  the  default 
in  payment  of  a  debt,  recognized  by  a  public  instrument,  for  the  extinguishment  of  which 
the  party  debtor  had  set  aside  certain  receipts  of  the  municipal  revenues,  thus  constituting 
a  pledge  which  in  law  establishes  a  legal  right  in  favor  of  the  creditor. 

It  is  a  notorious  fact  that  the  district  of  Yai^as  has  since  the  year  1871  passed  through  a 
series  of  political  and  economic  changes  which  have  radically  altered  its  organization  and 
greatly  decreased  for  various  reasons  the  receipts  of  the  municipal  revenues. 

The  liability  which  might  attach  to  the  National  Government  to-day  for  a  debt  which  was 
originally  contracted  by  the  municipal  council  of  the  district  of  Vai^gas,  of  the  former  pro- 
vince of  Caracas,  and  which  debt  should  be  paid  by  these  very  municipal  revenues  which  said 
corporation  administered,  can  not  be  founded  legally  except  in  the  ultimate  territorial  dis- 
tribution sanctioned  by  the  constitution  of  1901  whereby  the  States  obligated  themselves  to 
cede  to  the  nation,  among  other  cities,  that  of  La  Guaira. 

Upon  the  date  of  this  session  the  debt  due  the  successors  in  interest  of  A.  Lemoine  hao  for 
a  great  many  years  remained  without  action,  without  their  having  been  presented  before  this 
commission  any  sufficient  reason  or  motive  to  show  that  that  situation  was  not  owing  to  the 
neglect  of  the  creditor  and  his  legitimate  successors  in  interest.  The  reason  upon  which  all 
legislations  base  the  right  of  the  debtor  to  invoke  prescription  as  a  means  of  extinguishing 
an  obligation  is  the  abandonment  in  which  the  creditor  has  for  a  number  of  years  left  the 
exercise  of  his  right,  the  legal  presumption  of  payment  arising  therefrom.  Prescription  has 
not  been  invoked  before  this-  commission  in  the  present  case  by  the  Government  of  Vene- 
zuela, wherefore  it  can  not  of  its  own  motion  take  it  into  consideration,  in  conformity  with 
the  principles  which  govern,  but  there  is  no  right  for  the  allowance  of  interest  upon  the 
amount  of  the  debt;  and  taking  moreover  into  consideration  that  the  amount  shown  to  be 
due  by  the  liquidation  of  November  1, 1871,  includes  an  item  of  $7,500  for  damages,  and  at 
the  same  time  another  amount  for  interest  up  to  that  date  upon  the  capitsll  at  6  per  cent, 
which  amounts  to  the  sum  of  $25,234.62;  and  that  in  all  equity  this  double  indemnity  should 
not  be  allowed  for  interest  and  for  damages,  there  should  be  deducted  from  the  total  amount 
of  said  liquidation  the  smn  of  $7,500,  and  the  balance  in  favor  of  the  successors  in  interest  of 
A.  Lemoine  should  be  allowed,  say,  the  sum  of  228,714.64  bolivars,  without  interest. 


Summary  of  Claims  Adjudicated  bt  the  Commissioners  at  Caracas  in  1903. 

Number  of  claims  submitted 75 

Number  of  claims  withdrawn 1 

Number  of  claims  in  which  awards  were  given 37 

Number  of  claims  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction 2 

Number  of  claims  disallowed 27 

Number  of  claims  referred  to  umpire 8 

—  75 
Bolivars. 

Amount  of  claims  presented 61 ,  334, 352. 45 

Bolivars. 

Amoimt  of  claims  withdrawn 336, 000. 00 

Amount. of  claims  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction 22, 311. 00 

Amount  of  awards  made 1, 437, 021. 01 

Amounts  of  claims  disallowed 9, 068, 908. 08 

Amount   of  reduction   of  claims  in   which   awards  were 

made 7,482,064.86 

Amount  of  claims  referred  to  umpire 42, 988, 047.  SO 

61, 334, 352. 45 
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Claims  Referred  to  the  Umpire  under  the  French  Protocol  of  1902. 

Bolivars. 

1.  Fieri  Dominique  &  Co 4,010,400.00 

2.  Compafiia  Generel  del  Orinoco 7, 616, 098. 62 

3.  Compafifa  de  Betunes  del  Orinoco 176, 080. 10 

4.  Massiani  Sucesores 692, 740. 48 

5.  Maninat,  Pedro,  y  Hermanas 2, 000, 000. 00 

6.  Compafiia  francesa  de  ferrocarriles  venezolanos 18, 483, 000. 00 

7.  Jules  Brun £00,000.00 

8.  Fabiani,  Antonio 9,509,728.30 

ToUl 42,988,047.5a. 

On  these  eight  claims  the  French  commissioner  favored  judgments  for  36,868,541.86 
bolivars,  while  the  Venezuelan  commissioner  rejected  all  except  180,000  bolivars. 

S.  Doc.  533,  59-1 80 
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Claims,  schedule  of — Continued.  Page. 
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Of  the  citizens  of  a  government  must  be  determined  by  the  country  of  residence, 
inasmuch  as  governments  must  be  permitted  to  regulate  their  own  internal 

affairs 45 

Marriage  of  a  woman  to  a  Frenchman  establishes  her  nationality  under  French 

law,  both  during  her  marriage  and  after  the  death  of  her  husband 45 

Establishment  of,  is  on  the  claimant 44 

Orinoco,  Company  General  of 244 

Opinion  of  Venezuelan  Commissioner 246 

Opinion  of  French  Commissioner 282 

Additional  opinion  of  Venezuelan  Commissioner 286 

Additional  opinion  of  French  Commissioner 314 

Opinion  of  Umpire 322 

PaCil,  Jos4  de  Jesds,  Venezuelan  Commissioner  (see  Commission) : 
Opinions — 

Brun  case 6, 13 

Frierdich  &  Co .  case 32, 33 

Maninat  case 45,  55 

Fabiani  case 83, 97 

Dominique  &  Co.  case 186, 195 

Leduc,  St.  Ives,  Fischer  &  Co.  case 454 

Rog^  case 454 

Decauville  case *  456 

Battistini  case 459 

Piton  case 462 

Massiani,  heirs  of,  case 212, 223 

Orinoco,  Company  General  of,  case 244, 286 

French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads .- 369,  409 

Peretti,  Count  de,  French  Commissioner  {see  Commission): 
Opinions — 

Brun  case 9, 20 

Frierdich  &  Co.  case 32,36 

Maninat  case 50, 67 

Fabiani  case 93, 103 

Dominique  &  Co.  case 193, 198 

Massiani,  heirs  of,  case 217, 233 

Orinoco,  Company  General  of,  case 282, 314 

French  Cotfipany  of  Venezuelan  Railroads  case 405, 425 

Piton  case 462 

Plumley,  Frank,  Umpire  {see  Commission) : 
Opinions — 

Brun  case 21 

Frierdich  &  Co.  case 37 

Maninat  case 69 

Fabiani  case 110 

Dominique  &  Co.  case 201 

Massiani.  heirs  of,  case 235 

Orinoco,  Company  General  of,  case 322 

French  Company  of  Venezuelan  Railroads 428 

Presumptions: 

Acts  of  governmental  agents  must  be  presumed  to  be  regular  and  proper  until 

the  contrary  is  clearly  shown 31 

Are  in  favor  of  regularity  and  propriety  of  acts  of  governmental  agents  as  neces- 
sary to  the  public  interests 31 
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Protocols:  Page. 

Text  of  convention  of  1902 1 

Text  of  Fabiani  protocol  of  1891 .' 110 

Rescission  or  abandonment  (see  Contracts;  Jurisdiction): 

Rescission,  suit  for,  irregularities  in,  cured 244 

Date  of  entry  is  date  on  which  issues  are  formed 245 

Res  judicata: 

Effect  of  judgment  or  award  as 82, 245 

Rogatory  commissions: 

Error  in,  cured *  245 

Rules  as  to,  of  Institute  of  International  Law 258 

Rog^  case; 454 

Sovereignty: 

To  maintain,  a  country  must  be  master  of  its  internal  policy ^ 212 

Treaty: 

To  be  interpreted  in  manner  least  onerous  to  party  to  be  charged 45 

War.    {See  Damages;  (Jovermnent;  Liability.) 
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